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WHAT  ABOUT  QUEBEC? 

Quebec  is  Canada’s  most  beautiful  province.  Our  compatriots  there  are 
kindly,  lovable,  hospitable,  worthy  in  every  way  of  their  beautiful  country  and  yet 
to-day  the  blight  of  drink  casts  a pall  over  all. 

Quebec  is  pointed  to  as  an  example.  Yet  the  futility  of  any  individual,  group 
of  individuals,  or  community,  attempting  to  “drink  itself  out  of  debt,”  was  never 
more  clearly  demonstrated  than  by  the  present  situation  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
Regarding  the  profits  from  the  operation  of  the  “Government  Sale”  of  liquor 
in  Quebec  here  are  the  facts : 

For  the  year  ending  April  30th.,  1923,  the  dispensary  sales  amounted  to 
$19,698,773;  of  this,  $13,409,339  went  in  payment  by  the  Government  for  liquors 
purchased;  $3,211,174  in  administration  expenses;  leaving  a net  profit  of  only 
$3,078,258. 

To  be  added  to  this,  however,  is  the  commission  received  upon  the  sale  of  beer 
by  the  brewers,  amounting  to  $694,557,  or  a gross  revenue  from  all  liquor  sales  of 
$3,772,824.  The  expenditure  by  the  public,  (allowing  for  the  retailers’  profit), 
for  beer  was  $27,527,255. 

The  people  of  the  Province  paid  out  for  liquor  $47,226,028.  The  gross 
revenue  from  all  sales  was  $3,772,824.  Leaving  a net  loss  of  $43,453,213. 

To  put  it  another  way,  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  paid  a 
commission  of  exactly  1,152%  for  the  collection  of  this  revenue. 

If  the  Province  of  Ontario,  in  proportion  to  its  population,  conducted 
the  liquor  business  on  the  same  scale  as  Quebec,  the  net  loss  would  be 
$53,988,266. 

Have  we  $53,988,268  to  spare  to  pour  down  our  throats? 

MISLEADING  COMPARISONS 


Attempts  have  been  made  to  prove  that  there  is  more  crime  in  Ontario  than 
Quebec,  but  in  making  this  statement  no  account  is  taken  of  the  actual  difference 
of  legal  standards,  policy  in  prosecution,  police  efficiency,  etc. 


For  instance,  Quebec  with  its  Sunday  pic- 
ture shows,  games  and  amusements  had 
only  15  convictions  for  profanation  of  the 
Lord’s  Day  as  against  646  in  Ontario. 
Quebec  had  3,334  convictions  for  offences 
relating  to  highways  as  against  31,813  in 
Ontario.  Of  the  7 08  automobiles  stolen  in 
Montreal  there  were  202  the  police  did  not 
recover;  of  973  stolen  in  Toronto  there 
were  only  21  not  recovered.  Of  the  1,457 
burglaries  reported  to  the  police  in  Mon- 


treal only  119  burglars  were  convicted.  In 
Toronto  568  burglaries  and  there  were  250 
burglars  convicted. 

In  Quebec  the  old  police  policy  of  re- 
primanding drunks  and  letting  them  go  for 
the  first  and  second  offence  is  still  followed. 
In  Toronto  and  throughout  Ontario  gen- 
erally practically  every  arrest  means  a con- 
viction. And  a greater  degree  of  intoxica- 
tion is  tolerated  without  police  interference 
than  would  be  permitted  in  Ontario. 


ENLIGHTENING  COMPARISONS 

While  comparisons  are  odious  a few  comparative  facts  might  be  mentioned. 
With  all  its  government  control ; with  all  its  boasted  revenue  from  booze, 
Quebec  has  a deficit  on  capital  account  of  $43,000,000  and  Ontario  a surplus  of 
$8,000,000. 

Expenditure  for  educational  purposes  in 
Quebec  is  only  75  cents  per  capita;  in  On- 
tario, $2.32. 

Montreal  spent  for  health  and  sanitation 
$1.52  per  capita,  while  Toronto  spent  $6.44. 

On  civic  recreation  Montreal  spent  32c.  per 
capita,  as  against  $2.39  per  capita  in  To- 
ronto. 

55  per  cent,  of  the  homes  of  Toronto 
are  owned  by  the  citizens  living  in  them. 

In  Montreal  only  5 per  cent. 

An  index  of  the  comparative  trade  con- 


ditions is  found  in  the  number  of  com- 
mercial failures.  According  to  R.  G.  Dun 
& Co.,  there  were  for  the  last  three  years  in 
Quebec  3,409  and  Ontario  2,172  and  yet  the 
population  of  Ontario  is  572;463  more.  In 
these  failures  the  excess  of  liabilities  over 
assets  for  the  same  three  years  was  as 
follows:  In  Quebec  $36,613,992;  in  Ontario 
$16,008,997,  and  the  worst  showing  of  all  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec  is  for  the  years 
1922-23  when  their  government  sale  system 
was  running  in  its  full  glory. 


DEPLORABLE  SOCIAL  CONDITIONS 

For  many  years  the  prohibition  movement  made  substantial  advances  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  until  more  than  90  per  cent,  of  all  the  municipalities  were  dry 
by  their  own  action. 

Dr.  E.  Lavergne,  one  of  the  Editors  of 
L’Action  Catholique,  which  is  looked  upon 
as  the  official  organ  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Quebec,  in  a recent  editorial 
In  the  old  day^  the  liquor  business  was 
despised  and  looked  down  upon,  but  now 
the  government  has  become  a saloon-keeper 
and  that  has  made  it  respectable  in  the  eyes 
of  many.  Now  there  is  no  shame  in  being 
a bartender;  it  is  a government  job,  like 
being  a postmaster  or  customs  officer. 


Cardinal  Begin,  in  a recent  pastoral  letter 
said : — 

You  know  what  a vigorous  battle  we  have 
fought  for  the  virtue  of  temperance  in  our 
diocese,  our  beloved  co-adjutor  and  the 
group  of  ecclesiastical  and  lay  apostles  who 
aided  him  in  his  efforts.  After  about  fifteen 
years  of  work  they  had  almost  conquered 
the  enemy  and  we  were  overjoyed  in  fore- 
seeing the  end  of  the  destruction  caused 
by  the  excesses  of  alcohol.  But,  alas,  there 
is  now  spreading  everywhere  the  intolerable 
abuse  which  we  denounce. 


Not  only  so  but  the  ecclesiastical  head  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  all  Canada, 

STARTLING  STATEMENT 

These  substantiate  the  startling  statement  made  by  Mr.  A.  B.  McDonald, 
editorial  writer  of  the  Ladies'  Home  Journal , in  an  article  dealing  with  the  Quebec 
situation,  which  has  had  a wide  circulation  called,  “Whirlpools  of  Beer.” 

For  the  article  Mr.  McDonald  was  taken  to  task  by  Mr.  Robert  Lipsett,  City 
Editor  of  the  Montreal  Star,  in  an  article  in  the  Detroit  Saturday  Night.  From 
his  rejoiner  in  that  same  paper  we  take  the  following  extract 


I have  seen  the  night-life  in  the  cabarets 
of  New  York  City,  but  I never  saw  any- 
thing, anywhere,  that,  as  a deliberately 
contrived  and  set  trap  for  the  enticement 
and  ruin  of  girlhood  equals  this  Oriental 
hootchie-cootchie  joint  in  the  heart  of 
Montreal. 


I have  seen  Cripple  Creek  and  Dead 
Wood  and  other  gold  camps  of  the  west  in 
tfieir  wildest  days.  I have  seen  the  vice 

Justifying  his  previous  statements  Mr.  McDonald  quotes  from  The  Montreal 
Star  and  The  Montreal  Standard , and  gives  the  following  graphic  headlines: — 


and  drunkenness  of  the  new  oil  camps  of 
Oklahoma  and  Texas  in  their  wildest  days. 
I knew  the  New  York  Bowery  when  there 
was  a saloon  in  almost  every  building  for 
blocks.  I have  seen  drunkenness  and  vice 
and  squalor  and  degeneracy,  but  I never 
saw  anything  that  was  as  bad  as  the  legal- 
ized red-light  district  of  Montreal,  with  its 
3,000  lost  women,  nine-tenths  of  whom 
filtered  down  to  that  abyss  from  the  drink- 
ing places,  the  all-night  clubs  of  Montreal. 


INNOCENT  GIRLS  LURED  INTO 
DENS. 

Women’s  Organizations  Join  in  Demand 
for  Clean-up  of  City-Vice  Conditions 
are  Discussed  by  Montreal  Clergy 
— 115  Girls  up  Before  Recorders 
in  Vice  Raids 


DENS  OF  INIQUITY  FLOURISHING 
HERE  MUST  GO 

The  Girls  of  Montreal  Must  be  Saved — 
Leading  Bodies  Unanimously  Approve 
The  Drive  of  the  Standard  to  Rid 
the  City  of  Immoral  Dens  and  Pit- 
falls  of  Iniquity. 


Further  corroboration  of  conditions  there  is  given  in  a recent  article  by  Dr.  E.  I. 
Hart,  Secretary  of  the  Quebec  Prohibition  Federation,  in  which  he  gives  the  result 
of  a personal  investigation  of  the  situation  in  Hull.  Dr.  Hart  says:  — 


The  saddest  of  all  sights  to  me  on  one 
memorable  night  was  that  which  met  my 
gaze  as  I stood  at  the  foot  of  the  little  hill 
leading  down  from  Main  Street  to  the  Hull 
and  St.  Patrick  Street  cars,  after  the  tav- 
erns had  closed.  For  one  hour  they  came 
down  that  hill,  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
men,  fully  one-third  of  whom  were  drunk. 
They  came  in  automobiles.  They  came  on 
foot.  They  came  staggering,  singing,  swear 


ing.  They  came  singly,  they  came  in  pairs, 
arm  in  arm  to  keep  themselves  from  fall- 
ing. As  the  cars  were  being  rapidly  filled 
and  packed  to  the  very  steps  with  drunken 
cargo,  plain-clothesmen  whom  I knew  were 
gliding  in  and  out  of  the  waiting  throngs 
with  a sharp  eye  out  for  pick-pockets,  for 
drunken  men  are  clover  for  the  light- 
fingered  gentry. 


This  is  the  "Sane”  policy  that  the  Moderation  League  praises  and  would 
foist  upon  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Do  we  want  it? 

What  makes  the  difference  between  Quebec  and  Ontario  to-day?  Not 

the  Emyke ; not  the  people.  One  word  answers  it,  BOOZE.  - . 

BOOZE  would  drag  down  and  degrade  again  the  Province  of  Ontario; 

make  many  of  its  people  maudlin,  unclean,  and  immoral.  
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Listen!  Listen!  Listen! 


IT  WAS  NOT  the  license  system  that  caused  the  evils  of  the  old  days. 
IT  WAS  NOT  the  men  who  sold  the  liquor  that  worked  the  wrong. 


IT  WAS  THE  BOOZE  that  was  sold 
AND  BOOZE  WANTS  TO  COME  BACK 


The  evil  then  was  in  the  alcohol  the  liquor  contained,  not  in  the  kind 
of  flavor  of  the  liquor,  not  the  way  it  was  sold,  not  the  person  who  did  the 
selling. 

Booze  Is  Still  Booze.  What  it  did,  it  would 

Do  Again 

Of  course  fair  promises  will  be  made  to  the  electors. 

Of  course  Booze  “will  be  good”. 

Of  course  the  Brewers  and  Distillers  will  “behave  themselves  decently’’. 

Of  course  only  “good”  booze  will  be  sold  and  only  in  nice  packages  and 
only  by  disinterested  persons. 

“When  the  Devil  was  sick 
“The  Devil  a monk  would  be, 

“When  the  Devil  got  well — 

“ — Well;  he  was  the  same  old  Devil.” 

Booze  Wants  To  Come  Back  Again ! 

Government-sold  Booze  will  make  a man  drunk  just  as  surely  and  just 
as  quickly  as  any  other. 

Be  Warned,  Ontario  Electors! 

Vote  for  the  continuance  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  the  law  that 
has  made  good,  and  which,  improved  and  strengthened,  with  active  and 
vigorous  enforcement,  will  give  increasingly  good  results. 

VOTE  AGAINST  THE  REINSTATEMENT  OF  BOOZE  IN  ANY 
FORM  OR  UNDER  ANY  PRETENCE. 

Refuse  to  go  into  partnership  with  this  arch  enemy  of  humanity. 

MARK  YOUR  BALLOT  THUS: 


IAre  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance  of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


KEEP  THE  ONTARIO  TEMPERANCE  ACT 


DO  YOU  REMEMBER? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  old  time  Bar-room  and  Liquor  Shop,  with  their  disgusting  sights 
and  sounds  and  smells? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  staggering,  cursing,  carousing,  drunken  men  who  jostled  us  on  the 
streets  and  on  the  cars — particularly  on  holidays  or  at  public 
demonstrations  ? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  poor,  battered,  bedraggled  hulks  of  men  and  women,  derelicts  of 
drink, — but  God’s  children,  our  brothers  and  sisters,  every  one  of  them — 
who  besought  our  alms  ? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  destitution,  misery,  wretchedness,  squalor,  filth  and  disorder  in 
many  hovels  that  might,  and  should,  have  been  homes? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  drunkenness  and  debauchery,  the  violence  and  crime  incited  by 
liquor,  that  appalled  good  citizens  ? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  prospects  blighted,  the  lives  wrecked,  the  hearts  broken,  the  sordid 
cheerlessness  of  homes  from  which  hope  and  love  had  been  driven  by 
drink  ? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  suffering  of  innocent  women  and  children  through  drunken 
brutality,  and  the  rapine  and  rowdyism  that  even  invaded  the  sacred  family 
circle  ? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  shameless  indecency,  immorality  and  vice  that  flaunted  itself 
brazenly  and  unrebuked  even  upon  licensed  premises? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  flourishing  “Drink  Cure”  establishments,  the  over-flowing  poor- 
houses,  the  glutted  prison  cells? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER 

The  accidents,  disease,  deaths,  suicides,  and  the  cruel  heartless  traffic 
that  mocked  at  sorrow  and  suffering,  and  profited  by  shame  and  sin? 

DO  YOU  REMEMBER  ALL  THIS? 

Perhaps  not  very  clearly,  for  it  is  eight  years  now  since  the  last  place 
licensed  to  sell  liquor,  the  cause  of  all  this,  closed  its  doors.  Eight  years  is 
a long  time. 

If  we  contrast  those  conditions  with  the  situation  to-day,  we  will  see 
that  The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  has  wrought  a transformation,  economic, 
social,  and  moral. 

Do  You  Want  These  Old  Days  Again? 
NO!  Ten  Thousand  Times  NO! 

Yet,  so  surely  as  night  follows  day,  so  surely  would  these  evils  again 
flow  from  the  same  source — the  Sale  of  Liquor. 
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British  Columbia 


British  Columbia  has  a rigid  system  of  Government  Control.  No  liquor 
of  any  kind  can  be  legally  purchased  except  from  Government  Vendors  and 
only  by  persons  holding  permits  to  purchase  and  upon  each  permit  must  be 
endorsed  the  amount  bought. 

All  liquor  is  sold  in  sealed  packages  under  strict  Government  supervision  and 
under  the  policy  laid  down  by'  Premier  Oliver  in  the  following  statement : — 

“The  Government  does  not  interpret  the  result  of  the  poll  as  an  instruction 
authorizing  the  return  of  the  bar  or  the  drinking  saloon,  but  rather  as  an 
instruction  to  make  available  for  use  both  spirituous  and  malt  liquors  in 
reasonable  quantities  and  at  a reasonable  price,  subject  to  restrictions  that 
will  prevent  abuses.” 

How  The  Law  Works — Enormous  Liquor  Sales 

For  the  six  months  ending  March  31,  1923,  the  sales  in  the  Government  stores 
amounted  to  $5,029,376,  which  was  an  increase  of  $884,219.23  over  the  correspond- 
ing period  twelve  months  before.  This  means,  a drink  hill  of  over  $10,000,000  a 
year,  or  over  $19  per  capita.  In  1911  the  per  capita  expenditure,  for  all  Canada, 
was  only  $11.30. 


Bootlegger's  Paradise 


This  however,  is  only  part  of  the  actual 
expenditure.  British  Columbia  is  a boot- 
legger’s paradise.  An  examination  by  the 
present  Attorney-General  on  coming  into 
office  showed  that  the  Government  stores 
were  not  handling  50  per  cent,  of  the  li- 
quor sold  in  the  province. 

On  the  authority  of  the  Department  of 
Customs  at  Ottawa,  the  B.C.  Government 
Liquor  Control  Board  from  January  1st., 
1923,  to  June  25th.,  1923,  did  not  import 
one-half  the  liquor  brought  into  British 
Columbia,  the  figures  given  in  the  Senate  at 
Ottawa  on  June  27th.  being — B.C.  Gov- 

Permits 

That  the  permits  do  not  restrict  the  sale 
is  evidenced  by  the  following  fact : — 

On  the  back  of  a permit,  held  by  a wo- 
man, endorsements  show  the  amount  of 
liquor  obtained  in  one  week  to  be : — 
August 


9 5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  rum. 

10  5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  Scotch 

11  5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  rum. 


Business 


ernment  Liquor  Control  Board,  120,831 
gallons  and  124,066  gallons  by  private 
export  houses. 

It  was  stated  in  the  Senate  on  the  au- 
thority of  Attorney-General  Manson,  that 
these  export  houses  “sell  largely  to  a string 
of  snialler  illicit  dealers.” 

H.  H.  Stevens,  M.P.,  in  a public  address 
in  Vancouver  recently  said: 

“Never  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
was  bootlegging  comparable  in  magni- 
tude and  murderous  results  to  what  it  is 
to-day.” 

A Farce 


12  5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  Scotch 

13  5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  rum  . 

15  5 doz.  beer,  2 bottles  rum. 

16  5 doz.  beer,  1 bottle  Scotch 


On  this  one  permit  in  68  days  this  wo- 
man was  furnished  for  her  own  use  with  : — 
13  bottles  of  Scotch  Whiskey. 

70  bottles  Rum. 

1960  bottles  Beer. 

Injured 


To  this  trade  in  liquor  there  can  be  only  one  result,  and  that  is  seen  in 
the  deplorable  effect  throughout  the  province. 

Certainly  an  enormous  amount  of  money  is  being  actually  drawn  from  the 
legitimate  business  of  the  country.  So  serious  is  this  that  the  Retail  Merchants’ 
Association  of  Vancouver  recently  passed  a strong  memorial  in  which  it  was  said : 

Whereas  the  business  of  the  retail  grocers  is  suffering  very  heavily 
from  the  diversion  of  money  into  liquor  channels,  which  should  be  spent 
legitimately  to  supply  foods  and  other  necessities  and  comforts  for  the 
people;  and  Whereas,  merchants  in  other  lines  are  similarly  affected 
by  the  heavy  and  wasteful  expenditures  for  liquor 

Debauchery  and  Destitution 

Social  conditions  are  correspondingly  bad.  Mayor  Tisdall,  of  Vancouver,  said 
in  the  City  Council : — 


“We  must  do  something  at  once.  Conditions  are  deplorable.  In  every  mail  I get 
letters  from  wives  complaining  that  their  husbands  are  coming  home  drunk  after 
they  have  spent  their  wages  at  the  clubs.” 

In  August  a resolution  was  passed  unanimously  at  the  convention  of  B.C. 
Municipalities  in  Prince  Rupert,  which  read : — 

That  this  convention  places  itself  on  record  as  strongly  protesting  against  the 
present  disgraceful  situation  throughout  the  province  in  regard  to  the  formation  of 
clubs  and  the  sale  of  liquor  therein ; that  the  present  situation  is  worse  than  in  the 
days  of  the  open  bar  and  is  not  only  destructive  to  the  morals  of  the  people,  but  is 
resulting  in  bringing  about  general  contempt  for  law  and  order;  that  the  govern- 
ment be  urged  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  consider  this  situation  and  enact 
laws  to  alter  this  deplorable  state  of  affairs. 

Immorality  and  Vice 


The  relation  between  drink  and  immorality  is  well  known.  In  Vancouver 
in  1918  (Prohibition)  188  men  and  women  were  taken  out  of  bawdy  houses  and 
either  imprisoned  or  . fined.  In  1922  (Moderation)  746  men  and  women  were  so 
treated,  and  in  1923,  814. 

Andrew  Blyth,  J.P.,  said : — 

“Vancouver  to-day  is  more  wide  open  than  ever  before,  and  any  night  may  be 
seen  cabarets  in  which  no  liquor  is  said  to  be  sold,  but  in  which  fifty  per  cent,  of  the 
people  show  signs  of  intoxication.  Dance  halls  are  a public  scandal,  with  young 
girls  slipping  from  the  dance  hall  to  the  back  alley  to  take  a drink  from  the  hip 
flasks  of  escorts.” 

Major  R.  V.  Burde,  M.L.A.,  speaking  in  the  Legislature  charged  that  the 
present  Moderation  Act  had  been  responsible  for  drinking  amongst  the  youth. 

“I  can  take  you,”  he  said,  “to  a dance  hall  in  Vancouver  where  any  night  you  can 
find  300  young  people,  and  among  them  boys  of  16  and  17,  who  do  not  consider  them- 
selves as  having  ‘class’  unless  they  can  produce  a ‘mickey’  from  their  hip.” 

Government  Pushes  Sales 

This  has  been  without  its  effect  upon  the  Government.  Once  embarked  in 
the  liquor  trade  the  desire  for  profits  seems  to  subordinate  other  considera- 
tions. 

The  Daily  Province  gives  the  following  report  by  Attorney  General  Manson : — 

“He  claimed  that  keeping  the  liquor  stores  open  on  Wednesday  afternoon  was  in 
the  interests  of  good  government  and  that  thousands  of  dollars  had  been  taken  out 
of  the  bootlegger’s  profits  as  a result.” 


Policy  of  Saturation 

The  implications  of  this  are  serious.  It  admits  the  enormous  extent  of  boot- 
legging and  shows  an  utter  failure  upon  the  part  of  authorities  to  recognize  that 
the  evil  lies  in  the  use  of  liquor.  Pursuant  to  this  policy  stores  have  opened  in 
places  where  there  were  no  liquor  licenses  for  years  so  that  Dr.  Ernest  Hall,  Police 
Commissioner  of  Vancouver,  recently  said : — 

“The  Government  has  set  out  upon  a policy  of  alcoholizing  our' people  for  profit; 
a policy  of  saturat.on,  rather  than  of  control.  The  encouragement  of  liquor 
drinking  means  the  lowering  of  stamina,  the  pauperizing  of  the  public  and  the 
encouragement  of  lawlessness  and  crime,  but  never  in  the  history  of  British 
Columbia  has  liquor  been  so  extensively  advertised  as  it  has  been  in  the  last 
three  years  under  Government  control,  never  has  there  been  such  a persistent 
attempt  to  debauch  the  public,  to  entice  people  to  drink,  to  create  an  appetite 
for  alcohol.” 

Men  Who  Know,  Protest 


Small  wonder  that  the  Westminster 
Presbytery  expressed  its  belief  that  not  only 
has  drunkenness  increased  throughout  the 
Province,  but  also  that  bootlegging  is  now 
everywhere  more  prevalent  than  ever  be- 
fore, with  a result  that  gambl.ng  and  im- 
morality has  become  a scandal  and  a dis- 
grace in  many  places.  They  said  : 

“The  Vancouver  press  has  repeatedly  and 
emphatically  affirmed  that  the  claims  made 
in  1920  that  Government  sale  of  liquor 


would  reduce  bootlegging,  decrease  taxa- 
tion, and  result  in  increased  respect  for  law 
and  order,  have  been  proven  by  actual  ex- 
perience to  be  utterly  false  in  every  par- 
ticular; and  alarmed  by  the  spread  of 
immorality  this  Presbytery  requests  the 
Government  and  Legislature  of  the  Pro- 
vince ' in  the  interests  of  morality  and 
good  government  to  take  adequate  steps 
forthwith  to  rectify  the  present  deplor- 
able and  dangerous  situation.” 
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OBJECTIONS  ANSWERED 


Varied  and  contradictory  are  objections  raised  to  Ont.  Temperance  Act. 

Here  Are  Some: — 


THE  LAW  IS  TOO  TIGHT. 

There  are  many  men  who  want  booze 
and  find  it  difficult  to  obtain.  The  law 
irks  them.  These  men  are  frankly  for  li- 
quor, and  against  prohibition. 

Let  no  one  be  deceived  by  the  loud  talk 
about  the  evils  of  prohibition,  the  bootlegg- 
ing, the  tyranny,  the  lawlessness,  the  per- 
jury, the  debauchery,  the  drinking  by  young 
folk ; the  campaign  of  the  Moderation 
League  is  not  primarily  against  these 
chimeras,  but  a battle  for  booze. 

There  was  presented  to  the  Legislature 
of  Ontario  a few  years  ago  a petition,  the 
body  of  which  contained  many  beautiful 
phrases  and  catchy  expressions,  but,  when 
stripped  of  all  verbiage,  the  point  was  con- 
tained in  the  following  request “We  want 
“A  wisely  devised  licensing  of 
individuals  to  purchase  spirituous 
liquors. 

“Permission  to  purchase  beer  and 
wines  under  a system  to  be  devised 
by  the  Government.” 

The  campaign  of  the  Moderation  Lea- 
gue of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  the 
other  Provinces  of  Canada,  resolved 
down,  simply  means,  “We  want  booze.” 

THE  “LAW  IS  TOO  LOOSE. 

Dissatisfaction  with  the  looseness  of  the 
Ontario  Temperance  Act  is  more  wide- 
spread. Many  well-meaning  people  see  the 
remnant  of  drunkenness  that  yet  exists ; 
hear  alarming  rumors  about  bootlegging 
and  the  enormous  fortunes  some  are  said  to 
be  making;  are  told  of  instances  of  drink- 
ing and  debauchery ; all  of  which  lose  noth- 
ing in  the  telling,  and  they  get  the  idea  that 
things  are  wide-open. 

People  notice  the  presence  of  pain ; its 
absence  passes  unheeded.  We  see  and  feel 
the  evils  of  alcoholism  that  remain  in  the 
community,  and  fail  to  fully  realize  the 
stupendous  change  that  has  been  wrought 
in  many  lives  and  many  quarters  because 
of  the  absence  of  drink. 

Eight  years  is  a long  time.  To-day  only 


the  things  we  immediately  see,  hear  and 
feel  give  rise  to  thought. 

Illicit  liquor  selling  and  the  legal  sale 
of  liquor  go  hand  in  hand. 

In  the  year  1886  when  Toronto  had  290 
retail  liquor  licenses  the  number  of  cases 
in  the  police  court  for  illicit  selling  was 
32  to  every  10,000  of  the  population.  In 
1923  the  number  of  cases  was  29  to  every 
10,000  of  the  population. 

The  statement  was  made  recently  in  the 
presence  of  leading  police  officers  of  Tor- 
onto that  in  the  aggregate  there  was  a 
greater  bulk  of  liquor  sold  illegally  in  Tor- 
onto when  there  was  licenses,  by  license- 
holders  and  others,  than  there  is  to-day. 
One  of  the  officials  spoke  up  and  said  “Yes, 
twice  as  much.” 

The  fact  is  the  stories  of  bootlegging  are 
enormously  exaggerated,  and,  exaggerated 
for  a purpose,  that  purpose  being  to  dis- 
credit the  O.T.A.  The  booze  interests  can- 
not be  blamed  for  seeking  to  give  currency 
to  the  false  statements,  but  well-meaning 
people  should  not  be  too  gullible. 

Those  who  want  better  conditions  are 
not  wise  to  make  common  cause  with 
those  who  are  for  freer  booze. 

Experience  shows  that  the  more  strong- 
ly prohibitory  a law  is  the  easier  it  is  to 
enforce ; that  the  difficulties  of  enforcement 
arise  not  because  of  the  prohibitions  but 
rather  the  permissions  of  the  law.  Obvious- 
ly is  this  true  in  Ontario  to-day. 

No  one  claims  that  the  Ontario  Temper- 
ance Act  is  perfect.  Certainly  not  temper- 
ance workers.  They  want  amendments 
-passed  that  would  remedy  the  evil  of  doc- 
tors’ prescriptions ; of  supplying  by 
druggists,  of  near  beer,  of  native  wine. 

But  the  remedy  for  these  evils.  These 
evils  is  not  to  loosen,  but  to  tighten,  the 
law  and  the  result  of  such  tightening  would 
not  only  be  that  less  liquor  would  be  sup- 
plied but  that  enforcement  would  be  aided. 

That  is  exactly  what  will  be  the  result  of 
a vote  to  continue  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act  for  the  Government  has  pledged  itself 
to  “strengthen  the  law  and  give  it  active 
and  vigorous  enforcement.” 


THE  O.  T.  A.  IS  UNFAIR. 

Critics  denounce  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  as  being  the  rich  man’s  law. 
They  say  that  those  who  can  afford  to  do  so  may  have  their  cellars  stocked,  may 
even  purchase  freely  at  extortionate  bootlegger  prices ; while  the  poor  man  cannot 
indulge  in  this  form  of  enjoyment. 


Of  course  the  same  argument,  if  this  may 
be  dignified  by  the  term  argument,  .applies 
in  many  other  ways.  The  rich  man  can 
have  a Rolls-Royce  or  half  a dozen.  He 
may  have  music,  pictures,  roast  turkey  three 
times  a day.  He  can  travel  around  the 
world,  fly,  install  radio,  listen  at  his  leisure 
to  addresses  and  concerts  within  a radius  of 


thousands  of  miles.  He  can  cool  himself 
in  summer,  warm  himself  in  winter,  can 
have  attendants,  and  servants,  and  many 
other  luxuries,  good  and  bad  for  him,  that 
the  ordinary  citizen  must  perforce  do  with- 
out, and  of  which  he  is  deprived  just  as 
surely  as  if  there  was  a law  prohibiting  him 
from  having  them. 


The  injustice,  if  injustice  there  be,  in  not  inherent  in  that  law  but  in  social  con- 
the  working  out  of  the  prohibition  law  is  ditions  wholly  outside  of  that  law. 

But  the  present  Prime  Minister  of  England,  Ramsay  MacDonald,  has  practic- 
ally and  thoughtfully  expressed  his  views  upon  this  very  point  in  a recent  address 
in  which  he  said:  “It  is  a specious  argument;  what  does  it  mean?  It  is  an 

appeal  to  the  rights  of  the  Democracy We  must  differentiate  the  rights 

that  are  of  good  report  from  the  right  that  are  of  evil  report,  and  we  say : 
Do  not  cling  for  five  minutes  to  a right  that  is  of  no  value.  If  the  rich  want 
to  keep  the  road  open  to  their  own  loss,  that  is  their  affair.  No;  democracy 
ought  not  to  say  ‘Because  one  class  has  such  and  such  a right,  all  classes 
ought  to  claim  the  same  right.’  It  is  not  worth  it.  Let  us  see  to  it  that  the 
rights  the  Democracy  claims,  that  the  rights  the  working  classes  claim, 
are  rights  worth  having,  and  not  rights  that  come  with  disease  and  canker 

and  vice  in  their  train The  right  to  go  wrong,  to  go  down,  to  go 

astray — well  we  will  make  a present  of  these  rights  to  anyone  who  wants 
them.” 

IT  IS  AN  EXPENSE  TO  THE  PROVINCE. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  enormous  burden  of  expense  that  The  Ontario 
Temperance  Act  is  to  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Again  these  talkers  speak  without 
knowledge,  for  the  fact  is  that  the  enforcement  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act 
is  an  exceedingly  profitable  piece  of  business,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  following 
table  compiled  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Board  of  License  Commission- 
ers for  the  years  1918  to  1923 : — 

Cost  of  enforcement  for  six  years: — $1,056,541.14. 

Revenue  from  fines  Provincial: — $2,278,069.75. 

Revenue  from  fines  Municipal: — $2,807,116.98. 

It  will  be  seen  that  during  the  past  six  years  the  aggregate  expense  has  been 
$1,056,541,  while  the  gross  revenue  of  the  provinces  and  municipalities,  has  been 
$5,085,186,  a net  profit  of  $4,028,645. 


OPPONENTS’  MISSTATEMENTS 

A recent  advertisement  by  the  Moderation  League  in  making  an  appeal  for 
financial  support,  contained  the  following: — 

“More  millions,  if  not  in  profits,  are  creasing  tendency  of  buyers,  not  merely 

being  lost  by  our  manufacturers,  whole-  from  the  West,  but  from  within  Ontario 

salers,  and  jobbers  because  of  the  in-  itself,  to  favor  Montreal!’' 

If  this  statement  be  true,  then  business  should  be  bigger  and  better  in  Montreal 
than  in  Toronto. 

One  forceful  fact  is  this  connection  is  enough. 

There  is  no  better  index  to  the  volume  of  trade  than  that  shown  by  bank  clear- 


ings. 

The  following  table  gives  a comparison  between  the  bank  clearings  of  Mon- 
treal and  Toronto  for  the  years  1920  and  1923 : — 


1920  1923 

Montreal $7, 109, 1 89,038  $5 ,493, 105 ,775 

Toronto 5,410,214,802  5,591,568,205 

Decrease  in  Montreal  ........  $1,616,083,263 

Increase  in  Toronto  181,353,403 


The  Moderation  League  in  their  advertisement  also  complained  that 


“Still  more  millions  are  being  lost  to 
our  hotels  and  restaurants,  retail  stores, 
theatres,  garages,  oil  stations,  etc.,  by 
the  throngs  of  automobile  tourists  from 
across  the  border — free  spenders  all  of 
them — whom  we  don’t  get  but  whom  we 


might  get!  And  the  feeding  of  them, 
while  here,  would  be  a welcome  addi- 
tion to  the  market  of  our  farmers.” 

Again  cold  facts  smash  into  smither- 
eens the  unsupported  wail  of  these 
booze  protagonists. 


The  Government  records  show  that  the  number  of  automobiles  admitted  for 
touring  purposes  during  the  year  1922,  the  last  for  which  figures  are  available  was 
as  follows : — 

Quebec  62,951  Ontario  882,926 
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WANTED 


More  Prohibition— Not  Less 


This  inexorable  law  exists  in  modern  organized  society.  “Drinking  and 

drunkenness  are  in  direct  proportion  to  the  facilities  afforded  by  which  men 
obtain  liquor.  As  facilities  are  increased,  drinking  and  drunkenness  with  all 
their  attendant  evils  are  increased,  and  as  facilities  are  lessened  drinking  and 
drunkenness  diminish.” 

Experience  has  shown  that  the  good  results  which  follow  prohibition 
depend  upon  two  things : — 

1.  The  extent  to  which  the  principle  of  prohibition  is  embodied  in  the 
law. 

2.  The  efficiency  with  which  the  law  is  enforced. 

Quite  conceivably  there  might  be  a prohibitory  law  upon  the  Statute 
Book,  but  no  actual  prohibition  in  the  community,  if  that  law  were  not 
enforced.  The  two  conditions  are  necessary.  The  good  law.  The  efficient 
enforcement. 

WHAT  EXPERIENCE  TEACHES 

Experience  further  shows  that  the  more  complete  and  perfect  the  pro- 
hibitory law  the  easier  it  is  of  enforcement,  and,  therefore,  the  better  the 
results. 

This  was  absolutely  proven  during  the  war  when  a Dominion  war  time 
measure  was  passed  prohibiting  manufacture  of  liquor  in,  and  the  importa- 
tion of  liquor  into  Canada ; also  the  shipment  of  liquor  into  the  dry  areas 
of  Canada.  During  the  months  that  this -law  was  in  operation  there  was 
less  trouble  with  enforcement,  and  better  results  from  the  operation  of 
provincial  laws  than  at  any  time  either  before  or  since. 


IMPROVING  ONTARIO  LAW 

The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  is 
not  perfect.  Organized  Temper- 
ance Forces  have  repeatedly  urged 
amendments  upon  the  Government 
and  Legislature. 

The  Government  of  Ontario,  through  the 
Prime  Minister,  has  explicitly  stated  that, 

SUPPLEMENTING 

There  are  four  points,  however, 
regarding  prohibitory  legislation, 
which  are  outside  provincial  juris- 
diction, and  lie  wholly  with  the  fed- 
eral authority. 

(1)  Manufacture  of  Liquor 

(2)  Importation  of  Liquor. 

(3)  Exportation  of  Liquor,  arid 

(4)  Interprovincial  shipment  of  Liquor. 

Until  our  various  provincial  prohibition 
laws  are  supplemented  by  federal  legisla- 
tion covering  these  points,  they  cannot  be 
made  fully  effective. 

In  the  Province  of  Ontario  there  are  six 
Distilleries  and  twenty-nine  breweries  man- 
ufacturing intoxicating  liquor,  presumably 
for  export.  There  are  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  many  men  and  women  with  a 


if  the  people  vote  to  continue  the  On- 
tario Temperance  Act,  the  Government 
would  “strengthen”  it  and  “give  it  active 
and  vigorous  enforcement.”  The  remedy 
therefore,  for  any  loose  conditions  which 
the  people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  may 
deplore  lies  wholly  within  their  own  hands 
and  can  only  be  reached  by  voting  to  con- 
tinue the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 

ONTARIO  LAW 

thirst  for  just  the  kind  of  liquor  these 
breweries  and  distilleries  are  making.  Here 
we  have  the  supply;  here  the  demand.  It 
is  difficult  to  keep  the  “supply”  and  “de- 
mand” apart  by  merely  provincial  legisla- 
tion. 

The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  is 
often  wrongly  blamed  for  not  ex- 
ercising powers  which  under  the 
British  North  American  Act  are  not 
possessed  by  any  Province  in  Can- 
ada. National  Legislation  is  needed 
before  we  can  fully  obtain  our  ob- 
jective. 

The  greatest  influence  the  elect- 
ors of  Ontario  could  exercise  to- 
ward the  securing  of  this  needed 
legislation  would  be  to  vote  strong- 


such  legislation  would  be  the  repeal 
of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  and 
the  substitution  therefore  of  any 
system  providing  for  the  sale  of 
liquor  as  a beverage. 

Some  say  “if  we  cou-d  only  have  National  Prohibition”,  “If  we  could 
only  stop  the  manufacture,”  “If  we  could  only  stop  rum  running.”  A vote 
for  the  “continuance”  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  would  be  a distinct 
move  forward  towards  these  objectives.  A vote  for  the  “sale”  of  liquor 
would  be  to  retreat. 

Our  trouble  is  not  too  much  prohibition  but  that  we  have  too  little. 

INTERNATIONAL  HONOR. 

International  Honor,  to  say  nothing  of  common  decency,  de- 
mands that  an  end  be  put  to  the  intolerable  rum-running  situation 
on  Canada’s  Southern  border  line. 

Under  the  protection  of  the  Canadian  flag,  and  tacit  sanction  of  the 
Canadian  Government,  Canadian  soil  is  being  used  as  a basis  of  operations 
by  dastardly  brigands,  and  our  Southern  frontier,  across  which  we  boast 
that  for  over  a century  no  hostile  shot  has  been  fired,  nor  fortification 
erected,  is  to-day  bristling  with  armed  men,  and  patrolled  by  fast  motor 
boats,  found  necessary  by  a friendly  neighbor  nation  to  protect  its  shores 
against  the  incursion  of  these  armed  outlaws,  who,  in  defiance  of  all  canons 
of  International  courtesy,  are  from  Canadian  bases  carrying  on  an  offensive 
warfare  against  the  Government  and  Constitution  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

How  this  nefarious  and  disgraceful  traffic  would  be  aided  by  Govern- 
ment control  is  well  seen  by  the  following  dispatch  from  Winnipeg: 

WINNIPEG,  June  17 — No  offence  is  committed  when  liquor  is  legally 
purchased  through  the  Manitoba  Liquor-Commission  for  export  pur- 
poses to  the  United  States,  even  though  at  the  time  of  seizure  it  is  found 
in  a place  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Manitoba  Temperance  Act. 
This  was  the  ruling  of  Judge  Cory  in  county  court,  Monday,  when  a 
conviction  obtained  against  P.  J.  Chapman,  of  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  last 
March,  was  quashed,  a $200  fine  returned  to  him,  and  an  order  given 
for  the  return  of  $2,000  worth  of  liquor  which  had  been  confiscated. 

Conditions  are  bad  enough  now,  but,  with  Government  depots  of  supply" 
scattered  throughout  the  Province  they  would  be  immensely  worse.  If  for 
no  other  reason  than  to  avoid  being  a nuisance  to  our  neighbors,  Ontario 
should  retain  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 

INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS. 

The  Prohibition  warfare  is  world-wide.  Every  nation  is  a battle  ground 
and  in  it  as  in  other  matters  no  nation  liveth  to  itself.  Canada  has  been  a 
pioneer  amongst  the  nations  in  regard  to  the  prohibition  reform  and 
achieved  fame  because  of  her  progressive  spirit  and  advanced  action.  The 
eyes  of  the  world,  therefore,  are  upon  Canada  and  in  a peculiar  sense  upon 
the  premier  Province  of  Canada — Ontario.  Another  victory  for  reform  will 
send  a thrill  of  encouragement  through  the  ranks  of  the  fighters  in  every 
land. 

For  The  Honor  Of  Old  Ontario 

Vote  To  Continue  The  Ontario  Temperance  Act 


ly  for  the  continuance  and  strength- 
ening of  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act. 

The  greatest  obstacle  that  could 
be  placed  in  the  way  of  securing 
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Manitoba’s  Maudlin  Moderation 


The  utter  folly  of  striving  for  sobriety  while  supplying  booze  is  strik- 
ingly illustrated  by  the  situation  in  Manitoba. 

The  electors  of  that  province  voted  for  what  they  thought  would  be 
“Government  Control”  and  voted  down  the  proposition  to  sell  beer  by  the 
glass  in  hotels.  They  are  finding  now  that  they  are  getting  beer  by  the  glass, 
bottle,  keg  and  barrel,  and  that  the  liquor  selling,  which  the  Government 
was  to  control,  is  running  wild  and  creating  a condition  of  almost  unpar- 
alleled debauchery  and  drunkenness  and  law  breaking  throughout  the 


province. 

The  following  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  at  a recent  session  of  the 
Manitoba  Methodist  Conference: — 


That  the  Liquor  Control  Act  stands  con- 
demned as  having  signally  and  tragically 
failed  to  control  or  reduce  the  trade  in  al- 
coholic beverages ; as  having  introduced 
drinking  into  many  homes  which  previously 
were  free  from  it,  and  as  having  greatly  in- 
creased drinking  among  our  young  people : 

That  the  expenditure  in  liquor  (approx- 


imately $6,570,000  per  annum),  is  a criminal 
waste  of  money,  w.thdrawing,  as  it 
does,  so  much  money  from  more  legit- 
imate channels  of  trade ; 

That  the  aftermath  of  drunkenness,  de- 
bauched homes,  and  ruined  young  people, 
is  too  high  a price  to  pay  even  were  the 
financial  returns  much  greater. 


That  the  church  authorities  are  not  alone  in  condemning  conditions  is  shown  by 
the  following  quotations 


‘There  is  open  violation  of  The  Temper- 
ance Act  in  Winnipeg.”  Mayor  Farmer. 

“Winnipeg  has  bars  keeping  open  in 
broad  daylight  in  which  beer  and  whiskey 
are  sold.  There  is  no  pretence  of  secrecy 


about  it.” — Winnipeg  Free  Press. 

“They  have  let  loose  a veritable  Spring 
freshet,  rivalling  and  in  some  ways  ex- 
ceeding the  worst  days  of  the  legalized 
bar.” — Winnipeg  Tribune. 


Drunkenness  and  Disorder  Rampant 

Meanwhile  drunkenness  and  disorder  are  rampant  as  will  be  seen  by  the  following  table, 
which  contains  figures  furnished  by  the  Chief  of  Police  of  the  City  of  Winnipeg  and  gives 
a comparison  of  six  months  under  Prohibition  and  the  corresponding  six  months  under 
Government  Sale : — 


Drunk  Disorderly  Total 
Dry  Wet  Dry  Wet  Dry  Wet 

December 77  117  4 9 81  126 

January 64  79  4 5 68  84 

February 73  69  5“  10  78  79 

March 88  153  3 14  91  167 

April 98  146  8 14  106  160 


400  564  24  52  424  616 


Increase 164  28  192 

This  shows  an  increase  of  45  per  cent,  in  the  first  five  months  after  the  new  system  was 
well  under  way,  as  compared  with  the  corresponding  five  months  of  the  previous  year  under 
Provincial  Prohibition. 

Commission  Pushing  For  Business 

The  reason  for  this  alarming  and  regrettable  increase  in  drunkenness  rs  found 
in  the  increased  facilities  for  obtaining  liquor,  these  being  furnished  by  bootleggers, 
hotel  bar-rooms,  government  dispensaries  and  other  agencies  legal  and  illegal. 

The  disposition  is  to  put  the  blame  upon  the  illegal  sale  of  liquor,  but 
the  fact  is  that  liquor  sold  legally  will  make  a man  drunk  just  as  certainly 
as  if  sold  by  the  lowest  dive-keeper. 

Moreover,  the  fact  is  evident  that  the  Manitoba  Liquor  Commission  is  out  to  do 
business.  Price  lists  of  the  660  different  varieties  and  brands  of  liquor  kept  in 
stock  have  been  issued  by  the  Liquor  Commission.  These  price  lists  are  distributed 
liberally.  Some  of  the  hotels  distribute  them  to  their  guests  with  the  hotel  adver- 
tisement printed  in  a space  left  therefor  on  the  back.  Printed  in  colored  ink  on  the 
front  of  one  of  these  price  lists  are  these  significent  words:  “For  information  see 
porter.”  The  list  also  gives  the  address  of  six  order  offices  in  the  City  of  Winnipeg 
as  well  as  of  the  District  Branches. 


Brewers  Coining  Immense  Profits 

Meanwhile  every  day  is  pay  day  to  the  brewers.  They  are  coining  enormous 
profits  and  establishing  agencies  throughout  the  province  both  for  taking 
and  supplying  of  orders.  During  this  year  they  have  expended  over  $400,000 
in  new  plant  and  equipment. 

Notwithstanding  this,  with  characteristic  avarice  and  unscrupulousness, 
the  brewers  are  notorious  lawbreakers. 


According  to  The  Manitoba 
Free  Press — 

In  two  years  and  nine  months  immediate- 
ly preceding  October  1st.,  1923,  there  were 
fifty-three  convictions  reg.stered  against 
Manitoba  Breweries.  They  were  lawless 
then,  they  are  lawless  yet. 

“The  Liquor  Control  Act  gave  a legitim- 
ate market  to  the  brewers.  They  did  not 
even  make  a pretense  of  observing  the 
spirit  of  the  Law.  Beer  was  being  sold 
illegally  and  in  large  quantities,  and  in 
Winnipeg  Hotels  brewers  could  not  but 
help  know  that  they  were  parties  to  the 
law-breaking  that  was  going  on.” 

The  method  of  operation  of  the  under- 
world of  booze  is  explained  by  the  Winni- 
peg Tribune — 

“Anybody  holding  a Liquor  Commission 
permit  in  Manitoba  can  buy  and  have  de- 
livered from  any  brewery  any  quantity  of 
beer  that  he  feels  like  ordering.  A man 


may  take  a room  in  a hotel,  secure  a temp-  ; 
orary  residence  permit — or  a permanent 
one  if  he  wishes — and  can  proceed  to  order  ’ 
forty  cases  or  a score  of  kegs,  and  the 
beer  will  be  delivered.” 

An  instance  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
system  has  operated  is  shown  in  a recent  " 
case.  A hotel  janitor,  summoned  as  a wit-  ^ 
ness  after  the  hotel  in  which  he  worked 
had  been  raided  while  beer  was  being  sold  i 
across  the  bar,  testified  that  he  had  bought 
some  60  cases  of  beer  on  his  permit  in  about 
two  days.  Asked  what  he  had  done  with 
it,  he  replied,  “Gave  it  away  to  my  friends.”  * 

The  distillers  and  brewers  are  pushing 
their  wares.  In  a recent  issue  of  the 
Winnipeg  Free  Press  there  were  fifteen 
hundred  lines  of  liquor  advertisements 
extolling  the  alleged  virtues  of  various 
brands  of  whiskey,  gin,  brandy,  stout, 
etc.,  that  could  be  obtained  from  the 
government  stores. 


• Serious  Social  Results 

Mr.  W.  R.  Wood,  writing  on  what  he  calls  “The  heart  of  the  Liquor  . 


Tragedy  in  Manitoba,”  says: — 

We  may  deplore  the  economic  waste  and 
the  handicap  placed  upon  the  commercial 
life  of  the  Province,  we  may  lament  the 
restored  status  of  “the  trade”  and  the  in- 
creased drunkenness  and  dfsorder,  but  the 
core  of  the  tragedy  which  the  new  situation 
has  brought  to  the  Province  is  in  the  fresh 
invasion  of  the  home  and  in  the  re-intro- 
duction  of  the  drinking  of  liquor  at  the  or- 
dinary social  gatherings  of  the  people  and 
the  resultant  menace  to  the  children  and  the 
teen-age  youth. 

The  use  of  liquor  in  the  home  leads 
naturally  to  its  use  in  social  gatherings. 
When  a few  friends  come  in  they  are  treat- 
ed to  “the  best”,  and  when  a “party”  is 
given  “liquor  becomes  a feature.  Thus 
from  family  to  family  it  spreads  until  in 
many  circles  it  became  the  all  but  universal 
custom. 

Necessarily  the  process  involved  young 
people’s  parties,  and  in  many  places  it 
was  simply  impossible  for  teen  age  boys 


and  girls  to  attend  the  common  parties  of  | 
those  of  their  age  and  class  without  sooner  ? 
or  later  being  faced  with  the  temptation  to  I 
drink.  From  a number  of  different  centres 
evidence  showed  that  at  college  and  high 
school  parties  and  other  informal  social 
gatherings  the  presence  of  liquor  and  of 
young  people  noticeably  under  its  influence 
had  become  common,  and  at  more  than  one 
point  there  were  found  in  connection  with 
such  gatherings  cases  of  complete  and  help-  ’ 
less  intoxication. 

When  we  consider  with  these  conditions 
the  fact  that  some  of  our  young  people  at- 
tend hotel  dances  and  other  “assemblies” 
where  the  restraints  of  home  and  school 
gatherings  can  scarcely  be  expected  to  be 
present,  and  recall  the  evidences  of  drunken 
debauchery  which  were  commonly  reported 
as  following  some  of  these  last  winter,  we 
have  a situation  that  for  possibilities  of 
social  degradation  has  certainly  not  been 
paralleled  in  Manitoba  in  the  past 
generation. 


Ontario  Electors  are  warned  that  what  Government  sale  has  done  in  other  pro- 
vinces, Government  sale  will  do  in  Ontario.  It  will  impoverish  business,  encourage 
bootlegging,  wreck  homes,  incite  crime.  It  will  aid  and  increase  drunkenness,  im- 
morality, vice  and  debauchery. 

Vote  to  save  Ontario  from  the  system  that  has  cursed  other  pro- 
vinces. Vote  to  continue  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Ontario  Electors  Must  Choose 
PROGRESS  or  RE-ACTION 


Dry  or  Wet 

Here  is  a facsimile  of  ballot  (exact  size)  marked  for  Prohibition 


THE  GOVERNMENT  STATEMENT 

The  Vote  is  a Plebiscite — Two  Questions  Asked 
Results  Which  Will  Follow 

In  making  public  the  form  of  ballot  the  Government  issued  an  off icial  state- 
ment in  which  it  was  said : — 

“The  purpose  of  this  Plebiscite  is  to  secure  from  the  people  such  an  expression  of 
opinion  as  will  enable  the  Government  to  adopt  such  measures  as  will  have  behind  them 
the  fullest  possible  public  approval  and  support. 


“The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  as 
amended  and  strengthened  from  time  to 
time  during  the  past  eight  years,  is  now, 
the  governing  principle  in  the  handling 
of  our  liquor  problem.  It  is  obvious 
therefore  that  the  first  inquiry  must  be 
directed  to  ascertaining  if  the  people 
desire  to  continue  the  principle  of  this 
law. 

“If  the  majority  answer  in  the  affirma- 
tive there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
course  to  be  followed. 

“If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  majority 
answer  in  the  negative,  it  means  that 


some  new  method  of  controlling  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and  spirituous 
liquor  must  be  adopted.  The  Government 
therefore  seeks  a further  expression  of 
opinion  by  asking  the  second  question. 

“ ‘Government  Control,’  in  the  v.ew  of 
Government,  does  not  mean  a system 
of  sale  in  operation  in  Quebec  and  Bri- 
tish Columbia.  It  means  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  all  sales  and  that  the 
people  will  be  given  opportunity  as  ex- 
pressed by  their  votes  at  the  polls  of 
purchasing  beer  and  liquors  under  strict 
regulations.” 


The  Prime  Minister’s  Letter 

Government  Promise  to  “Strengthen”  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act  and  Give  It  “Active  and  Vigorous  Enforcement." 

The  foregoing  statement  was  subsequently  supplemented  in  a letter 
written  by  the  Prime  Minister,  Hon.  G.  H.  Ferguson,  in  which  he  says: — 

“It  was  made  perfectly  clear  that  all  parties  realized  that  if  the  people  voted  for 
the  continuance  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  the  Government  would  treat 
it  as  any  other  piece  of  legislation  and  would  strengthen  its  weaknesses,  if  any, 
that  might  be  revealed  from  time  to  time,  and  give  it  active  and  vigorous  en- 
forcement. We  were  dealing  with  the  question  of  principle,  not  a matter  of 
mere  verbiage.  For  that  reason  I purposely  said  in  my  statement  that  an  affirm- 
ative answer  to  the  first  question  would  mean  the  endorsation  of  the  principle 
underlying  the  present  Ontario  Temperance  Act.” 


The  Issue  Is  Clear 


There  need  be  no  doubt  in  any- 
one’s mind  as  to  the  real  issue  in 
this  Campaign. 

The  liquor  interests  flushed  with 
victory  in  the  Western  Provinces 


seek  to  re-capture  Ontario.  There 
are  lesser  factors  and  forces  in  the 
Fight  but  it  is  the  same  old  con- 
flict between  the  liquor  interests  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  Temperance 
Reform  forces  on  the  other. 


It  Is  A Straight-Out  Wet  And  Dry  Battle 

The  same  old  gang  that  fought  the  reform  forces  every  inch  of  the  way  in 
the  campaigns  for  License  Reduction,  Shorter  Hours,  Local  Option,  Provincial 
Prohibition,  are  lined  up  again  contending  for  the  Sale  of  Liquor  for  beverage 
purposes,  they  care  not  by  whom.  Anything  to  defeat  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act.  Anything  to  regain  a foothold. 

They  are  reinforced  by  others  who  “want  their  booze”,  and  a few  well  in- 
tentioned  respectable  citizens,  (judiciously  kept  in  the  foreground  of  the  picture) 
who  are  honestly  mistaken  in  their  opinions. 

But  in  the  main  it  is  the  same  old  line-up. 

Avarice  and  appetite  again  seek  place  and  power. 

Booze  wants  to  come  back. 

The  Government  of  Ontario  or  any  other  Government  may  start  out  with  the 
highest  intentions  to  inaugurate  some  system  by  which  facilities  will  be  afforded 
for  use  of  liquor,  and  yet  by  which  we  will  avoid  the  evils  which  inescapably  follow 
its  use.  This  would  be  undertaking  an  impossibility.  Once  liquor  is  sold  it  cannot 
be  controlled. 


The  battle  is  now  on.  It  is  clearly  between  progress  and  re-action;  the 
prohibition  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for  beverage  purposes  or  the 
permission  of  the  free  and  promiscuous  sale  of  liquor  for  beverage  purposes. 

ADVANCE  OR  RETREAT 

A vote  for  continuance  means,  in  the  light  of  the  Prime  Minister’s  statement,  not  only 
the  maintaining  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  but  the  strengthening  of  the  provisions  of 
that  measure  and  its  thoroughgoing  enforcement. 

It  is  not  a question  of  standing  still,  it  is  a question  of  going  forward  or  back-wards. 

It  is  not  “Are  we  in  favor  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  in  its  present  form”  but  “Are 
we  in  favor  of  the  principle  which  it  embodies  and  do  we  want  the  measure  which  embodies 
that  principle  ‘strengthened’  and  improved,  made  more  efficient,  and  given  ‘active  and 
vigorous  enforcement’.” 

A vote  for  Control  means,  that  this  Province,  votes  itself  into  the  booze  business,  ap- 
points the  Government  and  its  officials  as  selling  agents  for  the  brewers  and  distillers  and 
foreign  liquor  interests.  The  Government  then  becomes,  purveyor-in-chief  to  the  depraved 
appetites  of  citizens  of  the  Province  and  official  sanction  is  given  to  the  distribution  to  the 
citizens  of  the  Province  of  a narcotic  racial  poison,  which  has  been  the  curse  and  blight  of 
the  ages. 

# “Prohibition  is  a dyke  of  modern  there  may  be  a leak,  but  it  saves  our 
civilization  against  which  many  country  from  an  overwhelming  tide 

waves  are  beating.  Sometimes  of  intemperance  and  debauchery.” 

Shall  we  destroy  the  dyke  or  repair  the  leaks? 

Continuance 
A Stronger,  Better  Law 
Active  and  Vigorous  Enforcement 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Vote  \ 
For  J 


And  the  Bootlegger 


Much  solicitude  is  expressed  to-day  over  the  scandal  and  prevalence  of  boot- 
legging, and  from  strange  quarters  come  loud  noises,  though  that  is  all;  for  the 
solicitude  of  the  brewers,  distillers,  moderationists,  etc.,  exhausts  itself  in  words, 
never  results  in  practical  action.  Why  then  this  noise?  and  why  now?  for  the 
bootlegger  is  not  a new  development ; he  is  a carry-over  from  the  old  license  system. 


In  the  two  years  before  prohibition 
came  into  force,  there  were  4,020  convic- 
tions for  violations  of  the  liquor  laws 
in  Ontario,  and  the  most  numerous  class 
of  violators  were  the  license  holders 
who  enjoyed  special  privileges  under  the 


law  and  therefore  ought  to  have  special 
respect  for  the  law  which  protected 
them.  But,  like  the  brewers  in  Manitoba 
to-day,  who  are  given  special  privileges 
under  the  so-called  “Control”  Act,  they 
dehberately  defied  and  flouted  the  law. 


The  evil  of  bootlegging  should  not  be  minimized,  especially  by  those  who  seek 
better  conditions.  Nor  is  it.  To-day  every  active  force  engaged  in  trying 
to  suppress  bootlegging,  and  not  simply  to  talk  about  it,  is  lined  up  FOR  the 
Ontario  Temperance  Act.  Every  accomplice,  partner,  and  patron  of  the 
bootlegger,  is  lined  up  AGAINST  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act.  And,  behind 
all  clamor  and  shouting  and  false  pretence,  is  the  shadow  of  booze. 


The  bootlegger,  blindpigger,  and  dive- 
keeper  do,  in  effect,  a retail  liquor  busi- 
ness. Two  pertinent  questions  might  be 
asked.  Where  do  they  get  their  supplies? 
Who  are  their  customers? 

They  get  their  supplies  directly,  but 
illegally,  from  brewers  and  distillers,  or, 
by  connivance  with  them,  smuggle  back 
into  the  country  l.quor  that  has  osten- 
sibly been  exported.  Much  comes  from 
the  Government  stores  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  But,  under  a system  of  Gov- 
ernment sale,  bv  which  liquor  vending 
establishments  would  be  opened  in  many 
centres  throughout  the  Province,  the 
work  of  these  outlaws  would  be  greatly 
facilitated. 

The  patrons  of  the  bootleggers  cer- 
tainly are  not  found  among  the  sup- 


porters of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 
Their  patrons  are  men  who  want  the 
Act  repealed. 

Repealing  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act  is  not  going  to  reduce  the  number 
of  thirsty  throats  in  the  country,  though 
it  may  increase  the  supply  of  liquor  for 
those  throats.  For  in  the  booze  business, 
increasing  the  supply  always  means  in- 
creasing the  thirst.  Then  after  the  thirst 
has  developed  the  demand  for  liquor  by 
the  glass  grows.  The  trade  with  people 
whom  the  dispensary  would  not  supply 
will  increase.  The  difficulty  of  detection 
would  be  greater.  All  this  would  mean 
the  booming  of  the  bootlegging  busi- 
ness. 

This  is  the  experience  of  other  Pro- 
vinces. 


Hon.  H.  H.  Stevens,  of  Vancouver,  says:  c( Never  in  the  history  of  the 
country  was  bootlegging  comparable  in  magnitude,  in  murderous  results  to 
what  it  is  to-day” 

The  Winnipeg  Free  Press  declares  Winnipeg  has  bars  keeping  open  in 
broad  daylight  in  which  beer  and  whiskey  are  sold. 

The  Presbytery  of  Montreal,  in  a unanimous  resolution  declared: 
“ Bootlegging  flourishes  in  and  from  this  province  as  never  before.” 

AS  A MATTER  OF  FACT  A STRINGENT  PROHIBITORY  LAW  AC- 
TIVELY AND  VIGOROUSLY  ENFORCED,  IS  THE  REMEDY  AND 
THE  ONLY  REMEDY  FOR  BOOTLEGGING.  THAT  REMEDY  THE 
GOVERNMENT  OF  ONTARIO  HAS  PLEDGED  ITSELF  TO  APPLY 
IF  THE  ELECTORS  VOTE  FOR  THE  CONTINUANCE  OF  THE 
ONTARIO  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

It  is  said  the  bootleggers  are  getting  rich.  Where?  Who?  Last  year  there 
were  186  of  these  gentry  committed  to  jail  without  option  of  fine.  Are  they 
getting  rich?  Do  they  think  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  a friend  of  the 
bootlegger?  It  isn’t  the  big  business  of  the  bootlegger,  but  the  small  busi- 
ness of  the  brewers  that  is  the  cause  of  this  clamor. 


But  as  the  Mail  and  Empire,  the  Government  Organ,  points  out,  “no  matter 
which  policy  is  adopted  as  a result  of  the  coming  vote,  they  equally  pass  sentence 
of  death  upon  the  bootlegging  evil.  They  must  go  as  the  bar  went  and  this  is  the 
Government’s  understanding  of  the  mandate”. 

The  bootlegger  must  and  will  go,  but  the  good  swift  kick 
of  an  overwhelming  majority  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Ontario  Temperance  Act  will  help  him  on  his  way. 


An  Absurd  Argument 

“You  cannot  enforce  the  law”  say  some.  “The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  is 
such  a tyrannical  measure  and  so  out  of  harmony  with  public  opinion  that  the  people 
at  large  will  not  respect  or  obey  it.  The  Government  cannot  enforce  it,  and  to 
have  upon  the  statute  books  a law  that  people  flagrantly  violate,  and  that  cannot  be 
enforced,  tends  to  bring  discredit  upon  all  law.  The  Ontario  Temperance  Act 
should  therefore  be  modified  or  repealed,  or  in  some  way  adapted  to  the  will  of  the 
people.  It  should  be  made  enforceable.” 

Proof  of  the  extensive  violation  of  the  law  is  easily  obtained. 

In  the  City  of  Toronto  in  1922,  there  were  1,372  convictions  for  breach  off 
the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 

What  a specious  plea,  yet,  how  ridiculously  absurd. 

But  let  us  apply  this  argument  in  another  direction.  If  it  is  a sound  one,  it  will 
hold.  In  the  City  of  Toronto  in  1922  there  were  13,80$  convictions  for  breach 
of  the  Motor  Vehicles  Act.  By  a parity  of  reason,  that  Act  should  not  be 
modified  or  repealed.  It  is  ten  times  more  out  of  harmony  with  public 
opinion,  ten  times  more  difficult  of  enforcement,  it  brings  ten  times  more 
discredit  upon  the  law,  and  it  is  a ten  times  greater  factor  in  bringing  about 
a state  of  anarchy  and  lawlessness  in  the  community.  There  is  ten  times 
more  force  to  an  argument  for  the  repeal  or  modification  of  the  Motor 
Vehicles  Act  than  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 


What  would  be  said  of  the  man,  who 
because  of  this  violation  of  the  Motor 
Vehicles  Act,  would  advocate  the  rais- 
ing of  the  speed  limit  for  motor  veh- 
icles in  the  cities  of  the  province  from 
twenty  to  twenty-five  or  thirty,  or 
forty,  or  fifty  miles  per  hour? 

If  the  speed  limit  were  made  fifty 
miles  an  hour  it  would  be  very  much 
easier  to  enforce  the  law,  certainly  few 
would  violate  it  for  a Ford  cannot 
travel  that  fast. 

Then  we  could  congratulate  our- 
selves upon  our  sagacity,  in  devis- 


ing a law  that  nobody  would  vio- 
late, that  could  be  easily  enforced. 

It  would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  ad- 
vocate a law  that  would  put  the  speed 
limit  so  high  that  nobody  would  violate 
it,  as  it  would  be  to  make  it  so  easy 
for  men  to  obtain  booze  that  they 
would  not  go  to  a bootlegger  for  it. 

Of  course  such  a law  carried  to  a 
logical  conclusion  would  mean  that 
everybody  would  be  permitted  to  obtain 
all  the  booze  he  liked,  when  he  liked, 
how  he  liked,  in  any  quantity,  in  any 
day,  at  any  hour. 


Both  propositions  are  ridiculously  absurd.  The  practical  thing  to  do  is,  when 
everything  is  found  inimical  to  the  public  welfare,  legislate  against  it,  and  enforce 
your  law  as  efficiently  as  you  are  able. 

The  Motor  Vehicles  Act  and  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  are  both  sane,  prac- 
tical, effective,  public  safety  measures. 

The  higher  speed  limit,  the  less  the  margin  of  safety.  The  greater  the  facili- 
ties for  obtaining  booze,  the  less  the  margin  of  safety. 

The  Ontario  Temperance  Act  should  be  Retained,  Strengthened 
and  given  Active  and  Vigorous  Enforcement 
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Safety  First: 

Gasoline  And  Booze  Make  A Dangerous  Mixture 

Here  is  a man  with  a powerful  motor,  driving  along  the  highway  or 
through  the  crowded  streets,  his  eye  on  the  road,  his  faculties  alert,  ready, 
as  he  must  be,  for  any  emergency. 


The  eye  sees  danger,  telegraphs  its  message  to  the  brain,  a judgment  is 
formed,  an  order  telegraphed  to  the  hands,  the  feet,  to  use  the  wheel,  the 
brake,  the  clutch. 

Slow  down  that  process  by  the  fraction  of  a second  and  it  may  mean  the 
difference  between  safety  and  smash. 

One  Drink  May  Do  It 

How  often  in  the  Police  Court  this  story  is  told  by  the  man  responsible  for 
some  motor  accident,  perhaps  a fatality. 


“I  was  not  drunk,”  “I  just  had  a bottle  of  beer,”  “I  just  had  a drink  of 
whiskey.” 

Warren  S.  Stone,  Executive  Officer  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engineers,  in  an  address  recently  said : — - 


“We  who  have  spent  most  of  our  lives 
in  the  cab  of  a locomotive  know  the  in- 
finitesimal fraction  of  a second  that 
oftentimes  means  safety. 

“That  alcohol  does  slow  down  the 
brain  action  is  conceded  by  all.  So  ten 
years  before  the  churches  began  preach- 
ing prohibition,  years  before  even  the 


railroad  officials  began  issuing  orders 
about  drinking,  the  Brotherhood  of  Lo- 
comotive Engineers  was  fighting  the 
drink  evil.  A law  of  the  Organization 
that  has  been  in  effect  during  the  twenty 
years  I have  been  the  Executive,  reads 
as  follows : — 

“The  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  either 
on  or  off  duty  is  prohibited.” 


Every  Man  An  Engineer 

What  applies  to  a locomotive  engineer,  applies,  in  a sense,  to  every  man 
who  drives  a motor  car.  He  is  an  engineer  and  without  rails  to  keep  him 
steady.  He  has  not  only  to  run  his  engine,  but  to  steer  his  car. 

No  wonctey  Henry  Ford  has  said: — 

“If  the  United  States  of  America  ever  repeals  prohibition,  in  the 
interests  of  public  safety,  there  should  be  enacted  the  next  day  a 
law  prohibiting  the  use  of  gasoline  vehicles  upon  the  public  high- 
ways.” 


The  Manufacturer’s  Record,  the  official  organ  of  the  United  States’  Manu- 
facturers’ Association,  quotes  Ross  K.  Gilbert,  Editor  of  Public  Opinion,  in  an 
article  in  which  he  takes  the  ground  that  “gasoline  has  for  ever  settled  the  prohibi- 
tion issue.” 

Mr.  Gilbert  says : — “There  is  an  average  of  three  or  four  people  carried  in  all 
the  cars  and  motor  trucks  in  the  country.”  This  would  mean  in  Ontario,  a million 
people  moved  back  and  forth  every  day  in  automobiles.  As  Mr.  Gilbert  states : 
“By  the  very  necessity  of  the  case  these  depend  for  their  lives  upon  the  abstinence 
of  the  drivers  of  the  cars.” 

Mr.  Gilbert  goes  on  to  say : — “The  power  of  this  Influence  for  sobriety  must 
necessarily  grow  with  the  growth  of  the  automobile  industry,  and  to  that  there 
seems  to  be  no  limit.” 


An  Age  of  Speed 

In  this  age  of  speed  and  complexity,  to  add  to  the  confusion  and  danger  the 
factor  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor,  would  be  a crime  against  civilization.  The 
attempt  to  justify  such  action  on  the  ground  that  some  citizens  wish  the  taste  of 
a certain  flavored  drink,  or  some  pleasant  sensation,  would  be  ludicrous  if  it  were 
not  tragic. 

Prof.  Chas.  Reitell,  of  the  University  of  Pittsburg,  in  a recent  article,  speaks ' 
of  the  place  of  machinery  in  modern  civilization.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say : “Com- 
plex machines  and  befuddled  brains  cannot  work  together  and  much  of  this 
present-day  Prohibition  is  but  an  aftermath  of  the  economic  pressure  that  the 
industrial  world  has  put  forth  in  order  to  protect  workers,  machines  and  production 
from  the  ravages  of  men  under  the  influence  of  alcohol.” 


In  an  article  in  the  American  Magazine , “Sid”  says : — 


“I  can  almost  hear  the  modern  gas- 
oline engine  speaking  to  us — You  hu- 
man being  made  me.  I am  powerful. 
1 have  no  mind.  Whoever  touches  me 
can  start  me  off.  Then,  Beware.  You 
had  better  keep  sober  if  you  want  me 
around. 


“The  faster  we  g,o,  the  greater  our 
need  for  steadiness.  Not  only  be- 
cause we  can  be  hurt,  but  because  we 
can  hurt  others.  So  out  from  modern 
civilization  is  staggering  that  old 
blunderbuss,  King  Booze.” 


In  a city  like  Toronto,  with  one  motor  car  for  every  eleven  people,  with 
crowded  streets,  and  congested  traffic,  to  allow  again  the  free  sale  of  booze, 
would  be  to  make  our  streets  unsafe,  and  take  a ghastly  toll  of  human  life  and 
limb. 


The  man  who  drinks  and  drives  his  car  endangers  other  motorists,  and 
pedestrians,  as  well  as  himself. 


Striking  Contrasts 

What  is  true  of  the  automobile  is  true  in  the  factory  and  the  mill,  and  wher- 
ever complicated  power  machinery  is  used. 


Dr.  Ernest  H.  Cherrington  puts  it  strongly  this  way : — 


The  Liquor  Traffic  may  have 
been  possible. 

In  the  age  of  the  horse-drawn  plow 
and  the  mule  teamster; 

In  the  days  when  the  wood-chopper’s 
axe  was  the  only  means  of  felling  trees. 

In  the  age  of  the  drunken  sailor  and 
the  drunken  engineer ; 

In  the  age  of  the  ox-cart; 

In  the  age  of  the  water  mill ; 


The  Liquor  Traffic  is  not 
possible. 

In  the  age  of  the  tractor;  the  great 
wheat-header  and  the  auto  truck ; 

In  the  age  when  electrical  operations 
are  so  essential  to  the  lumber  industry; 

In  the  age  which  has  revolutionized 
railroad  operations ; 

In  the  age  of  the  automobile; 

In  the  age  of  the  electric  dynamo. 


If  for  no  other  reason  than  public  safety,  and  the  fact  that  gasoline  and 
booze  are  a dangerous  mixture,  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  should  be  continued, 
should  be  strengthened,  and  should  be  given  active  and  vigorous  enforcement. 

We  Need  Gasoline 

We’re  Better  Without  Booze 

VOTE  DRY! 
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THE  ONTARIO  TEMPERANCE 
ACT  MAKES  GOOD 

Overwhelming  evidence  as  to  the  success  of  the  Ontario 
Temperance  Act,  and  the  benefits  it  has  brought  to  Ontario 
is  available  from  every  quarter  and  in  unlimited  variety. 

No  man  can  spend  his  money  twice.  If  he  spends  it  for  booze 
he  has  that  much  less  for  boots,  or  clothes  or  groceries  or  other 
things  merchants  have  to  sell. 

Dollars  spent  on  food,  clothing,  housing,  recreation,  give  a 
return  in  health,  comfort  and  happiness.  Dollars  spent  on  liquor 
are  worse  than  wasted. 

Drink  Bill  of  Ontario 

A conservative  estimate  of  the  drink  bill  of  Ontario  before  Provincial 
Prohibition  was  established,  was  $39,000,000.  The  great  bulk  of  this  has 
been  saved  to  the  people  of  the  Province.  Not  only  has  this  gone  into  other 
avenues  of  trade,  but  the  increased  efficiency  of  labor,  with  greater  punc- 
tuality, less  breakage,  has  given  increased  productive  power,  which  means 
more  profits  to  the  employer  and  more  wages  to  the  worker.  This  in  turn 
means  a higher  standard  of  living. 

This  has  been  annual  and  therefore  cumulative.  The  Province  of  Ontario 
is  richer  to-day  by  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  because  of  the  measure 
of  prohibition  which  we  enjoy. 

Financial  Prosperity 

Canada  has  “found  her  soul”  financially  under  prohibition  and  the  home 
market  for  bonds  has  been  developed  because  of  the  increased  savings  of 
the  people. 

In  1915  the  net  amount  of  life 
insurance  policies  in  force  was 
$1,311,61 6,677  and  in  1922  $3,172,- 
873,212.  While  the  amount  of 
premiums  paid  increased  from 
$45,10 6 678  to  $106,886,179.  This 
virtually  means  increased  sav- 
ings. 

BIG  BUSINESS  APPROVES. 

Replying  to  a questionnaire, 
three  hundred  and  ninety-seven 
members  of  the  Toronto  Board 
of  Trade  expressed  themselves 
thus  on  the  business  benefits  of 
the  Ontario  Temperance  Act:— 
Strongly  unfavorable.  .3 
Mildly  unfavorable.  . . .6 

Neutral  22 

Mildly  favorable 25 

Strongly  favorable.  341 


We  are  no  longer,  therefore, 
staggering  under  the  heavy  bur- 
den of  enormous  debt  charges, 
the  interest  on  which  has  to  be 
sent  out  of  Canada. 

The  total  amount  of  Dominion 
Government  bonds  payable  in 
Canada  outstanding  before  pro- 
hibition, and  now  was  and  is : 

1914 $302,842,485 

1924 1,896,323,087 

In  this  connection,  Hon.  P.  C. 
Larkin,  Dominion  High  Commis- 
sioner in  London,  has  stated: 

“I  am  sure  that  we  are  saving 
(through  prohibition),  by  direct 
and  indirect  means,  the  interest 
on  our  public  debt.” 


Manufacturers  are  Pleased 

The  Ontario  Board  of  License  Commissioners  sent  out  a questionnaire 
to  leading  manufacturers  of  the  Province  asking  them  five  questions.  These 
questions  with  the  result  were  as  follows — 

1.  Are  you  of  the  opinion  that  Prohibition  under  The  Ontario  Temper- 
ance Act  makes  for  increased  production?  1*047  or  70%  answered  Yes. 

2.  Does  it  increase  the  workers’  regularity  of  attendance  immediately 
after  pay  day?  1,094  or  76%  answered  Yes. 

3.  Does  it  improve  their  capacity  for  work,  and  their  ability  to  perform 
their  duties?  1,070  or  74%  answered  Yes. 

4.  Does  it  result  in  more  comfortable  homes  and  better  supplies  of 
food  and  clothing  for  wives  and  children?  1,165  or  82%  answered  Yes. 

5.  Are  drunkenness  and  poverty  as  common  now  under  The  Ontario 
Temperance  Act  as  formerly  under  the  open  bar  and  the  Liquor  License 
Act?  1,413  or  85%  answered  No. 

Waste  Stopped 

There  has  been  much  waste  stopped  in  the  saving  of  food  stuffs  former- 
ly made  into  liquor;  in  eliminating  the  loss  and  expense  from  indigence, 
accident,  crime,  lunacy,  disease  and  death ; while  the  salvage  of  human 
life,  the  real  wealth  of  nations,  is  inestimable. 

People  are  Healthier 

Ontario  doctors  were  asked : 

“Is  it  your  opinion  that  prohibition,  as  existing  under  the  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act,  has  been  beneficial  to  the  health  of  your  community?” 

438  or  89%  Answered  Yes. 

The  ratio  on  deaths  from  tuberculosis  per  100,000  of  the  population  in 
Ontario  was  92.2%  and  in  1922,  66.4%. 

For  the  three  years  prior  to  prohibition  ■ combined  the  death  rate  per 
1,000  of  the  population  in  Ontario  was  37.61;  for  the  past  three  years  35.01. 

There  is  less  drug  addiction  in  Ontario  than  in  Provinces  where  the 
sale  of  liquor  is  legalized. 

Convictions  of  persons,  other  than  Orientals,  for  violation  of  the  Nar- 
cotic Drugs’  Act,  per  100,000  of  the  population  in  1922  were  as  follows  : — 


Ontario  3.01 

Quebec 10.04 

British  Columbia  27.08 


Crime  is  Lessened 

The  Late  Judge  Archibald,  Dominion  Parole  Officer,  whose  wide  and 
intimate  knowledge  of  criminals  and  crime  conditions  gives  his  words  pecu- 
liar force,  has  said : 

“I  am  satisfied  that  ninety-five  per  cent,  of  all  serious  crimes  committed  in  Canada 
can  be  traced  directly  or  indirectly  to  liquor  habits  which  stimulate  or  provide  the 
means  to  accomplish  the  end.  There  is  no  habit  in  human  life  so  debasing  and  so 
humiliating  to  the  intellectual,  moral,  spiritual  and  physical  development  of  man  as 
that  which  is  produced  by  the  drink  habit.” 


Drunkenness  and  Crime  Record 


From  the  Dominion  Criminal  Statistics  the  following  figures  are  taken 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Thev  need  no  comment. 

1914 


Indictable  offences 

per  1,000  of  the  population 
Drunkenness 

per  1,000  of  the  population 
Other  summary  convictions 
per  1,000  of  the  population 
Total  convictions, 

per  1,000  of  the  population 


8.932 

3.37% 

17,703 

6.69% 

39.171 

14.80% 

65,806 

24.73% 


1923 

8,874 

2.91% 

10.063 

3.38% 

53.851 

18.10% 

72,787 

24.47% 


A detailed  analysis  of  the  figures  given  in  the  foregoing  table  brings 
out  strikingly  the  effect  of  prohibition.  It  shows  that  there  has  been  a sub- 
stantial decrease  in  the  offences  that  are  usually  associated  with  drink  such 
as  are  set  out  in  the  following  table. 


1914 

1922 

Assaults 

1,627 

756 

Cruelty  to  animals... 

1,172 

256 

Threats  and  abusive 

language 

166 

144 

Trespass 

1,982 

789 

Vagrancy 

4,703 

1,507 

Indecent  exposure... 
Indecent,  obscene, 

pro- 

165 

63 

fane  language 

385 

153 

Keeping  and  frequenting 

bawdy  houses 

Loose,  idle  and 

dis- 

802 

352 

orderly 

6,411 

1,736 

Drunkenness 

17,703 

10,063 

Decrease  

.19,297 

While  on  the  other  hand  there  has 
been  a large  increase  in  offences  relat- 
ing to  highways.  This  is  due  to  cue 
enormous  development  of  motor  vehicles 
traffic. 

1914  1922 

Offences  relating  to 

highways f 4,717  32,099 

Increase  27,382 

Probably  prohibition  is  in  a sense 
responsible  for  this,  for  there  are 
men  owning  and  driving  motor  cars  to- 
day who  never  would  have  been  able  to 
do  so  but  for  prohibition. 


Proportionately  Less  Drunkenness 

The  relation  of  drunkenness  and  allied  offences  to  all  crime  is  strikingly 
brought  out  in  the  following  diagram.  The  entire  disc  represents  all  crime, 
and  the  shaded  parts  the  proportion  various,  classes  of  offences  as  named. 


1914  1922 


Results  in  Cities 

It  must  be  remembered  that  before  Prohibition  came  into  force  much 
of  the  Province  was  dry  by  local  option.  When  we  compare  the  figures  for 
former  “wet”  places,  the  change  is  even  more  striking. 

Take  the  three  large  cities,  Toronto,  Hamilton  and  Ottawa,  the  arrests 
for  drunkenness  and  disorderly  conduct  in  these  cities  for  the  years  1914 


and  1923  was  as  follows : — 
Year 

Toronto 

Hamilton 

Ottawa 

Total 

1914 

16,981 

1,650 

1,229 

19,860 

1923 

5,583 

383 

376 

6,342 

Less  Liquor  Consumed 

The  reason  for  these  ana  many  other  benefits  is  exceedingly  plain.  Less 
liquor  is  being  consumed.  The  statement  that  “There  is  more  liquor  drunk 
than  ever”,  is  false. 


The  following  table  compiled  from  the 
official  returns  by  the  Dominion  Customs 
and  Excise  Department  gives  the  amount  of 
spirituous  liquor  taken  for  consumption, 
imported  and  exported  for  the  year  1914 
and  1923 : — 


1914 

1923 

Taken  for  consumption 

4,764,619 

2,088,755 

Imported 

.3,806,201 

1,231,890 

Total 

,.8,570,820 

3,320,645 

Exported 

. 822,796 

629,114 

Total  gallons  of  liquor 

in  Canada 

,7,748,024 

2,691,531 

It  will  be  seen  that  there  was  actually 


5,056,493  gallons  less  liquor  available  for 
use  in  Canada  in  1923  than  in  1914. 

Regarding  beer  the  figures  are  even  more 
striking.  In  1914  there  were  50  breweries. 
In  1923  only  21.  The  amount  manufactured 
was  24,193,619  gallons  in  1914  and  6,379,667 
gallons  in  1923.  This  includes  all  near 
beer  and  also  beer  for  export. 

When  we  consider  that  during  1923  Bri- 
tish Columbia  and  Quebec  were  both  leg- 
ally selling  and  using  huge  quantities  of 
liquor  a reasonable  estimate  is  that  there  is 
not  10  per  cent,  as  much  liquor  available 
for  use  in  the  prohibition  provinces  in  1923 
as  in  1914.  People  can’t  drink  what  there 
isn’t. 


Social  Betterment 

But  the  uncountable  benefits  are  the  most  real. 

Prohibition  means  a better  Province  for  the  people  and  better  people 
for  the  Province. 


One  has  but  to  locik  around  him  to  see  happy  results  on  every  hand. 

Social  Service  Council  of  the  Church  of  England  in  Canada  is  on  record, 


“While  Provincial  Prohibition  is  good,  Dominion  Prohibition  would  be  in- 
finitely better.  The  benefit  gained  from  those  laws  are  almost  incalculable,  and  the  very 
thought  of  going  back  to  the  old  system  is  out  of  the  question.  In  a word,  the  Church  of 
England  in  Canada  is  solid  for  Prohibition.” 

In  his  annual  charge  to  the  Synod  this  year  (1924)  Rt.  Rev.  J.  F.  Sweeney,  Bishop  of 
Toronto,  considering  the  effects  of  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  said: — 

“I  would  advise  those  who  are  agitating  for  a change  in  the  law,  before  pressing  for  such 
change,  to  seriously  study  the  facts,  bearing  in  mind  some  of  the  altered  conditions  of 
better  and  happier  home  life,  better  and  quieter  hotel  accommodation,  greater  orderliness  and 
less  ground  for  pity  and  disgust  on  the  public  highways  and  streets  of  our  great  and  con- 
gested city,  less  poverty  and  pauperism,  with  an  increase  of  thrift,  and,  above  all,  more 
hopeful  conditions  under  which  workers  can  carry  on  social  and  moral  reform  work.” 


Be^rir<~  th  s o * Is  the  experience  of  the 
Neighborhood  Workers’  Association,  a 
clearing  house  for  the  many  Social  Ser- 
vice and  relief  agencies  of  the  city.  In 
1922,  of  4,507  cases  dealt  with,  only  37  were 


of  such  cases  would  be  due  to  this  cause. 

Indeed  the  General  Secretary  of  that 
organization  recently  said  that,  to-day,  in- 
toxication is  practically  a negligible  quant- 


due  to  intemperance.  Ordinarily  the  bulk  itv  in  connection  with  relief  work. 

WHAT  HAS  BOOZE  TO  OFFER  TO  ONTARIO  CITIZENS, 
ONTARIO  HOMES,  ONTARIO  CHILDHOOD? 


It  will  make  bleary-eyed  pau- 
pers of  our  boys  and  prostitutes 
of  our  girls.  It  will  again  fill  our 
jails  with  drunks  and  criminals. 
Even  when  it  does  not  so  grossly 


debase  and  debauch,  it  will  take 
its  toll,  to  the  extent  that  it  is 
used,  in  damaged  bodies,  dulled 
minds,  lowered  efficiency, — less 
fine  soul-stuff. 


It  would  make  hovels  and  hells  of  happy  homes  and  bring  a blight,  a 
blow,  a curse,  upon  the  childhood  of  Ontario. 

Vote  against  the  return  under  any  guise  of  the  liquor  traffic. 

Vote  to  continue  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  which  law,  “Strengthen- 
ed,” and  given  “active  and  vigorous  enforcement”  will  ensure  continuing 
and  increasing  good  results. 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Ontario’s  Coming  Citizens 


Crowning  Glory  of  The  Ontario 
Temperance  Act  Is  Its  Effect 
Upon  Citizenship 


“Whereas  traffic  on  Toronto  streets  at  present  takes  an  awful  toll  of 
children’s  lives,  and  easier  access  to  intoxicants  will  greatly  increase  the 
danger  to  children  going  to  and  from  school. 

“And  whereas,  the  children  of  our  city  are  better  cared  for,  clothed 
and  nourished  under  present  conditions  than  when  intoxicants  were  more 
easily  secured; 

“And  whereas,  the  obvious  purpose  of  the  organization  waging  the  pre- 
sent campaign  against  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  is  merely  to  secure  in- 
toxicants more  easily; 

“And  whereas,  the  deposits  of  the  children’s  savings  in  the  Penny  Bank 
have  increased  from  $175,000  in  June,  1916,  to  $4385000  in  June,  1924,  no 
small  measure  of  which  has  been  due  to  the  operation  of  the  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act; 

“Be  it  therefore  resolved  that  the  Toronto  Public  School  Principals’ 
Association  place  itself  on  record  as  being  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  our  Province  to  continue  and  strengthen  the  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act,  especially  in  view  of  the  promise  of  our  Premier  of  full  and 
vigorous  enforcement  of  the  Act  in  the  event  of  a majority  in  favor  of  it.” 

Without  a dissentient  voice,  the  above  resolution  was  passed  on  the 
23rd.  of  last  month  at  a meeting  attended  by  more  than  60  Toronto  Public 
School  Principals. 

EDUCATIONISTS  APPLAUD  O.  T.  A. 

There  is  no  class  of  persons  in  any  community  who  can  speak  more 
authoritatively  regarding  conditions  in  the  homes  and  the  effects  of  these  on 
the  mental  and  physical  life  of  the  children  than  the  teachers  can.  Their 
constant  contact  with  young  life  makes  them  inimical  to  all  agencies  or 
forces  which  militate  against  the  highest  possible  all-round  development 
of  the  boys  and  girls.  For  this  reason  practically  the  whole  teaching  pro- 
fession is  unequivocally  opposed  to  alcohol,  the  despoiler  of  childhood,  and 
enthusiastically  endorses  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act. 

It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  other  bodies  of  teachers,  notably 
the  Toronto  District  Secondary  School  Teachers’  Federation  and  the  Ottawa 
Public  School  Male  Teachers’  Club,  have  pronounced  themselves  in  a fashion 
similar  to  the  Toronto  School  Principals. 


EVIDENCE  FROM  TORONTO. 


A survey  of  the  official  figures  of 
the  Board  of  Education  for  the  City 
of  Toronto  yields  the  following  in- 
teresting information  for  the  years 
1914,  (before  prohibition  and  the 
* war),  and  1923.  1914  1923 

Population  470,144  538,771 

Total  Reg.  Pri- 
mary schools  78,897  103,871 


Reg.  per  1,000 

of  Pop.  168  193 

Total  Att.,  Pri- 
mary schools  47,860  76,982 

Att.,  per  1,000 

of  Pop.  102  143 

The  above  tabulation  of  facts 

may  be  expressed  graphically  as 
per  following  d.agrain  : 


The  whole  column 
gives  registration. 

The  Shaded  part 
gives 
1,000 


These  figures  demonstrate  conclusively 
that  the  homes  of  Toronto  have  been  in- 
calculably blessed  by  prohibition.  This  is 
reflected  in  the  children  from  those  homes, 
who,  better  nurtured,  better  fed,  better  clad, 
happier,  healthier,  are  not  only  attending 
school  in  larger  numbers  but  more  regular- 
ly. 

Moreover,  although  registration  per 
thousand  of  the  population  increased  by 
13  per  cent.,  non-attendance  of  registered 
scholars  decreased  24  per  cent.,  and  attend- 
ance increased  40  per  cent.  This  ^eveals  an 
improvement  in  the  home  life  of  the  com- 
munity that  cannot  be  estimated  in  figures. 
The  children  now  have  shoes  and  clothing 
with  which  to  go  to  school.  They  are  not 
neglected  nor  running  the  streets.  They 
are  not  compelled  to  go  to  work  in  order 
to  supplement  with  their  meagre  earnings, 
home  income  that  is  wasted  for  booze. 

LESS  ABSENTEEISM, 

Now  it  is  well  known  to  all  educationists  that  the  more  regularly  each 
pupil  whose  name  appears  on  the  roll  attends  school,  the  more  rapid  is 
the  progress  not  only  of  the  individual  scholar  but  of  the  whole  class. 

In  1914  the  proportion  of  attendance 
to  registration  in  the  primary  schools 
was  60.7  per  cent.;  in  1923  it  was  76  per 
cent. 

This  is  illustrated  by  adjoining  dia- 
grams. 

SCHOLARS  STAY  AT  SCHOOL  LONGER. 


168  193 


o“op^-  1923  WHAT  THE  FIGURES  PROVE 


Even  more  striking  are  the  figures  regarding  secondary  education.  The 
children  have  not  been  compelled  to  leave  school  so  soon,  but  have  gone 
on  to  collegiates,  technical  schools,  and  schools  of  commerce,  so  that  the 
combined  attendance  in  these  secondary  schools  has  increased  153  per  cent., 
as  will  be  seen  by  the  following  figures : 


Total  Att.  High 
schools,  day 
Att.  per  1,000  of 
Population 
Total  Att.  High 
school,  nights 
Att.  per  1,000  of 
Population 
Agg.  Att.  all  High 
schools 

Agg.  Att.  per  1,000 
Population 


1914 

1922 

1923 

4,390 

10,532 

11,528 

10 

20 

21 

3,479 

9,594 

11,382 

7 

18 

21 

7,869 

20,126 

22,910 

17 

38 

43 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
Adolescent  Act,  which  became  op- 
erative in  1921,  may  have  had  some 
slight  effect  in  increasing  the  at- 
tendance in  the  Secondary  Schools. 
But  for  the  last  year  before  the  new 
law  came  into  force,  the  attendance 
per  thousand  of  the  population  was 
37,  as  contrasted  with  17  in  1914, 
an  increase  for  which  prohibition 


must  have  been  largely  responsible. 

Graphically  the  increased  attend- 
ance in  the  Toronto  secondary 
schools  is  shown  below : 

1923 


AGGREGATE  FIGURES. 

When  we  combine  the  foregoing 
figures  the  result  is  positively  start- 
ling, as  will  be  seen  by  the  follow- 
ing: 

1914  1922  1923 

Gross  Att.  Pri- 
mary and  High 

Schools  55,129  94,613  99,802 
Gross  Att.  per 

1,000  of  Pop.  118  179  185 

The  result  is  illustrated  in  a dif- 
ferent way  as  per  adjoining  dia- 
gram. 


1923 


1914 
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From  1914  to  1923  the  increase  in  the  average  attendance  of  all  city 
schools,  public  and  high,  per  thousand  of  the  population,  was  57  per  cent. 

The  effect  of  this  upon  higher  citizenship  and  better  condition  of  life  is 
incalculable.  Prohibition  means  better  men  and  women,  physically,  mentally, 
morally. 


When  these  figures  are  considered  in  the  aggregate,  another  fact  is 
made  plain.  Between  1914  and  1923,  the  population  of  Toronto  increased  by 
68,627,  school  attendance  increased  by  44,673.  That  is,  while  the  population 
increased  by  15  per  cent.,  school  attendance  increased  by  81  per  cent. 

BENEFITS  ARE  PROVINCE  WIDE. 

Toronto  is  not  unique  in  reaping  benefits  from  our  prohibitory  law, 
as  is  evidenced  by  the  results  of  a questionnaire  sent  out  in  1921  by  the 
Toronto  Board  of  License  Commissioners  and  published  in  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Commission  for  the  year  1922 : — 


1.  Has  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act 
made  an  appreciable  improvement  in  school 
attendance  ? 

99  or  76  per  cent,  answered  Yes;  and 

30  or  23  per  cent,  answered  No. 

(Note : Some  of  those  who  answered 
“No”  say  that  they  previously  had  pro- 
hibition under  Local  Option,  so  the 
change  was  not  noticeable). 

2.  Has  it  improved  the  home  sur- 
roundings of  the  children? 


158  or  94  per  cent,  answered  Yes;  and 

10  or  5 per  cent,  answered  No. 

3.  Has  it  improved  their  opportunities 
for  obtaining  an  education? 

159  or  95  per  cent,  answered  Yes;  and 

10  or  5 per  cent,  answered  No. 

4.  Has  it  resulted  in  their  better  edu- 
cation? 

147  or  93  per  cent,  answered  Yes;  and 

10  or  6 per  cent,  answered  No. 


CHILDREN  STUDY  BETTER. 


Coincident  with  the  increased  attendance 
at  our  Public  Schools  there  has  been  an 
increased  use  of  our  public  libraries  by  the 
boys  and  girls  of  the  city.  This  is  shown 
in  the  following  figures,  which  show  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  books  issued  for 
home  reading  and  reference  purposes,  dur- 


ing the  last  ten  years : — 

Home  Reading  Books 

Reference 

Year  Adult  Juvenile  Adult  Juvenile 
1914  543,759  187,188  221,457  113,330 
1923  1,173,704  548,704  209,882  715,608 


As  a matter  of  fact  the  greatest  benefit  accruing  to  the  nation  from, 
prohibition  has  been  that  the  rising  generation  growing  up  without  the 
alcohol  taint  in  their  blood  and  without  the  temptation  to  dissipation  in 
their  environment  are  to-day  cleaner,  purer  and  stronger  in  every  way. 

This  is  after  all  the  acid  test  for  determining  the  nature  of  any  social 
movement — does  it  promote  human  welfare?  And  the  Ontario  Temperance 
Act  stands  this  test.  Since  it  came  into  effect  the  boys  and  girls  of  the 
Province  have  had  better  chances. 


BABIES  BETTER  BORN. 


Not  only  is  the  above  statement  true  for  children  of  school  age,  but  also 
for  the  beginnings  of  life.  Babies  are  better  born. 


In  the  City  of  Toronto,  which  may  be 
taken  as  typical  of  the  Province  at  large 
the  following  table  is  enlightening: — 

Death5:  Under 


Year  Still  Born  Live  Births 

lWeek 

1 Month 

1 Year 

1914 

687 

13,949 

408 

651 

1.557 

1915 

631 

12,806 

402 

582 

1.374 

1916 

632 

12.498 

394 

567 

1.349 

1917 

540 

12.110 

331 

505 

1.112 

1918 

521 

11.779 

362 

541 

1.238 

1919 

553 

11.294 

351 

517 

1 143 

1920 

675 

13.661 

402 

614 

1.430 

1921 

610 

13.785 

366 

553 

1.208 

1922 

571 

13.103 

360 

489 

984 

1923 

599 

13*119 

399 

510 

973 

Taking  the  last  two  years  under  license 
and  comparing  them  with  the  last  two  years 
under  the  O.T.A.  the  facts  are  particularly 
striking : — 


Deaths 

Under 

Year  Still  Born  Live  Births  lYear 

1914-15 1318  26755  2931 

1922-23 1170  26222  1957 


It  may  be  asked,  is  this  due  to  Prohibi- 
tion? It  is  due  in  the  main  to  wider  diffu- 
sion of  health  knowledge,  better  health  laws, 
sanitary  inspection,  baby  clinics,  all  made 
more  largely  possible  and  effective  because 
of  the  improved  home  conditions,  and  fur- 
ther there  is  the  undoubted  factor  that  mil- 
lions of  gallons  less  racial  poison  has  been 
poured  into  the  blood,  giving  nature  a bet- 
ter chance,  and  meaning  more  virility  and 
vitality. 


There  are  hundreds,  yes,  thousands,  of  mothers  in  the  Province  of  On- 
tario, who  have  in  the  past  few  years  gone  down  into  the  “valley  of  the 
shadow  of  death”  to  bring  a new  soul  into  the  world,  who  have  their  babies 
in  their  arms  to-day,  and  who  would  not  have  them  there  but  for  the  On- 
tario Temperance  Act. 


Now  we  must  consider  everything  in  terms  of  life  and  adjudge  everything  by  its 
effects  upon  life — human  life.  Nothing  else  really  matters;  the  test  of  tests  is  life — 
the  quality  of  life,  health  and  happiness. 


Alcohol  is  a poison!  Government  Sale  spells 
degeneracy  and  death! 

Prohibition  spells  development  and  life! 


Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Mr.  Motorist: 

YOU  may  be 
careful-but  you 
cannot  drive  in 
safety  if  the  oth- 
er fellow  drinks 
freely — 

Vote 


Mark  Your  Ballot  Thus 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con* 
tinuance  of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


Dry  Either  Motor  Traffic  or  Liquor  Traffic  Must  Go 


Mark  Your  Ballot  Thus 


Is  it  manly  to 
put  the  greed 
and  pleasure  of 
a few  men  be- 
fore the  inter- 
ests of  many 
thousands  o f 
women  and 
children? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


Vote  Dry 


Mark  Your  Ballot  Thus 

PASSING  gen- 
eration of  drink- 
ers or  the  COM- 
ING generations 
of  boys  and 


girls 


VOTE 

DRY 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


Gasoline  and  Booze 

A DANGEROUS  MIXTURE 

Ontario  has  300,000  motor  cars. 

Better  lock  up  the  booze  before  the 
accident,  than  the  motorist  afterwards. 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


DDATUUD  The  age  of  chivalry  has  not  passed, 
DIyU  1 HLK:  You  are  the  modern  Knight -Err ant. 
Yours  the  challenge  to  protect  the  weak,  prevent  oppression, 
guard  the  purity  and  honor  of  your  sister  and  all  womanhood. 
Your  weapon  is  the  Ballot. 

The  Liquor  traffic  is  seeking  to  destroy  what  you  are  on  guard 
to  protect. 

Alcohol,  that  deadly  enemy  of  humanity,  seeks  to  regain  power 
in  Ontario. 

By  insidious  propaganda,  skilfully  and  unscrupuously  con- 
ducted, it  actually  seeks  to  enlist  your  aid  and  your  vote.  Was 
there  ever  such  Machiavellian  duplicity? 

ON  GUARD  BROTHER!  For  the  sacredness  of  womanhood, 

ON  GUARD! 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


For  the  Children’s  Sake 

“Be  it  resolved,  that,  whereas  the  Toronto  Home  and  School 
Council  was  organized  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  child  in  the 
home,  in  the  school,  and  in  the  State,  and  whereas  the  temper- 
ance question  is  to  he  again  submitted  to  the  electors,  we,  the 
members  of  the  Toronto  Home  and  School  Council,  wish  to  place 
ourselves  on  record  as  endorsing  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act  as 
the  best  means  yet  devised  to  combat  the  evils  of  intemperance .” 
— Resolution  passed  by  the  Toronto  Home  and  School  Council 
on  Sept.  17, 1924. 


Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Sister!  Remember  Others! 

Mark 
Your 
Ballot 
Thus  - - 

Voting  Day 
October  23rd. 


IAre  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


X 


Mark  Your  Ballot  Thus 


1 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


Every  boy 
knows  that  a 
wild  beast  is 
less  harmless 
when  locked  in 
a cage  than 
when  loose  and 
controlled  by  a 
rope. 

Vote 

Dry 


QIQTI7  O C #^e power  for  good  of  sisterhood ! Synonym  of 
(310  1 Hi  1\  O tsym pa  thy , kindliness,  helpfulness,  devotion! 

The  immeasurable  debt  this  world  owes  to  “ Sisters 99 ! 

How  utterly  opposed  to  all  that  sisterhood  means,  and  aspires  to 
realize,  is  “booze”.  The  one  coarsening,  degrading,  brutalizing; 
the  other  refining,  ennobling,  purifying.  The  one  ruthless,  sel- 
fish, avaricious;  the  other  gentle,  generous  and  noble. 

SISTERS,  you  have  absolutely  nothing  in  common  with  “booze”. 
It  is  your  enemy  and  the  bane  of  all  you  hold  dear. 

Vote  to  continue  the  Ontario  Temperance  Act,  which  strength- 
ened and  enf  orced,  will  destroy  this  evil. 

Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


Intoxicating  liquor  may  be  sold  but — 

NOT  BY  MY  VOTE. 

Truth  may  be  wrecked  and  character  destroyed,  homes  may  be 
dismantled  and  women  and  children  beggared.  Victims  of  liquor 
may  fill  our  jails,  almhouses,  insane  asylums,  but — 

NOT  BY  MY  VOTE. 

The  liquor  traffic  may  impoverish  and  degrade,  may  cause  ill- 
ness, disease  and  pauperism,  may  breed  anarchy  and  crime,  but — 

NOT  BY  MY  VOTE. 

The  people  may,  through  their  Government,  engage  in  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  for  a consideration  barter  away  public  health,  public 
morals,  but — 

NOT  BY  MY  VOTE. 
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WHICH 


Issued  by  the  Ontario  Plebiscite  Committee,  2 Toronto  St.,  Toronto,  Canada. 


What  about 
yours? 


Make  Our  Province  Safe  for  Y outh 


A drunken  boy  Mark  Your  Ballot  Thus 

might  just  be 
some  father's  or 
mother's  vote 
staggering  a- 
round. 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 

you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


IF  the  Ontario  Mar 


ur  Ballot  Thus 


T emperanc  e 
Act  means 
more  drinking, 
WHY  do  Brew- 
ers, Distillers 
and  Drinkers 
want  it  re- 
pealed? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


as 


you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
__  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


And  Prevent  the  Repeal  of  the  O.  T.  A. 


Vote  Continued  Protection  for  Ontario  Childhood 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  The  Ontario  Tem- 
perance Act? 


Are  you  in  favour  of  the  sale 
as  a beverage  of  beer  and 
spirituous  liquor  in  sealed  pack- 
ages under  Government  control? 


—Protect  Me” 


-This  Ballot  Will  Do  It 


FATHER: 


Your  daughter  is  dearer  to  you  than 
your  life . The  bloom  of  health  on  her 
smooth  little  cheek!  The  sheen  of  her  soft  hair!  How  you 
love  her! 

LISTEN : What  can  “booze”  do  for  her?  Do  you  want  her  to 
guzzle  whiskey , gin,  or  beer?  Do  you  want  her  to  marry  a man 
who  drinks  and  to  bring  children  into  the  world  cursed  before 
they  are  born  with  the  taint  of  alcohol,  which  may  distort  their 
bodies  and  darken  their  minds? 

Then  why  vote  to  provide  facilities  by  which  she  and  the 
daughters  of  other  men  may  be  supplied  with  that  racial  poison, 
Alcohol?  Vote  dry . 

VOTE  FOR  CONTINUANCE. 
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Your  son.  Your  joy  and  pride . You 
look  into  his  eyes  and  see  there  the 
sparkle  of  youth  and  gleam  of  future  hopes. 


MOTHER: 


Do  you  know  that  his  deadly  enemy  is  Alcohol?  It  would  dull 
that  eye,  dim  those  prospects,  wreck  that  life. 

Will  you  vote  to  make  yourself  a partner  and  profit-sharer  in  a1 
business  that  would  do  this  to  your  own  boy,  or  some  mother’s 
boy?  The  traffic  must  have  boys. 


HAVE  YOU  ONE  TO  SPARE? 
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Boys  and  Girls  Are  Ontario’s  Pride  and  Hope 

ELECTORS!  YOU  ARE  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

If  we  vote  to  go  into  the  booze  business  we  must  sell  to  our  own 
boys  and  girls.  They  will  be  the  customers.  That  is  absolutely 
what  Government  sale  means. 

ANSWER  THIS  TO  YOURSELF: 

“Would  I act  as  Selling  Agent  for  Brewers  and  Distillers  and  for 
a paltry  profit  sell  their  (booze ’ to  my  own  children?” 

If  you  would  not,  then  in  the  name  of  all  decency  and  honor  and 
fairness,  do  not  vote  to  sell  it  to  someone  else’s  children. 

V — o — T — E D— R— Y 
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